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Republic or Democracy? 


Every day across the United States, thou- 
sands of citizens recite the Pledge of Al- 
legiance, including the line “and to the 
Republic for which it stands.” 

The word “republic” is otherwise al- 
most never used in speech, and rarely 
when referring to government. The word 
“democracy” is substituted for “republic” 
in legislative halls, universities, city coun- 
cils, public schools, etc. If the words are 
the same, why don’t we simply use the 
word “democracy” in the pledge? 

We don’t because they are different. 
Webster’s defines “democracy” as “gov- 
ernment by the people: government in 
which the supreme power is retained by 
the people and exercised either directly 
(absolute or pure democracy) or indirectly 
(representative democracy) through a sys- 
tem of representation.” The U.S. govern- 
ment is usually referred to as a “represen- 
tative democracy.” 

On the other hand, Webster’s defines 
a “republic” as “a state in which the sov- 
ereign power resides in a certain body of 
people (the electorate) and is exercised 
by representatives elected by, and respon- 
sible to, them.” 

The difference is subtle but significant. 
A democracy gives supreme power to the 
people through the mechanism of voting, 
allowing representatives to exercise that 
power for them. The representatives then 
make legislation reflecting what the elec- 
torate wants. This is government by the 
majority, or as some politico more aptly 
put it, “mob rule.” 

In a “republic” democracy ends at the 
voting booth. Once elected, our represen- 
tatives are bound by a strict set of guide- 
lines. These rules are known as the Con- 
stitution. To the Founders’ credit and our 
good fortune, the Constitution was written 
as a document to restrain government, not 
give license to free rein. 

The Pledge refers to “liberty and justice 
for all.” Here lies the essence of the repub- 
lican form of govern- 
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ment. In our Republic, representatives are 
obligated to consider the rights of all peo- 
ple and, if necessary, oppose the majority. 
It is a constant check and balance. 

Put another way, a democracy operates 
for the desires of the majority at any given 
time, and a republic for the equitable man- 
agement of a nation. 

The Founders had studied history and 
the demise of nations and concluded that 
it was the nature of a democracy to even- 
tually disintegrate into confusion, chaos, 
and, ultimately, collapse. 

In a republic, lawmakers are confined 
to enacting legislation that does not vio- 
late rights enumerated in the Constitution, 
which says much about what may not be 
legislated. 

It remains to the electorate to make sure 
their legislators stay within the confines of 
the Constitution. 

History provides this exchange between 
a citizen and Benjamin Franklin as he was 
leaving the Constitutional Convention: 
“What kind of government did you give 
us, Mr. Franklin?” He replied: “A Repub- 
lic, if you can keep it.” 

JONATHAN LESH 
Grants Pass, Oregon 


Healthcare Hell 


It is so frustrating to listen to Ameri- 
can legislators talk about the benefits of 
“single-payer healthcare for all” and not 
hear anyone challenge them on the fate 
of Charlie Gard, the boy U.K. doctors let 
die rather than allow his parents to get him 
experimental treatment (at no charge to 
the government). If we have single-payer 
healthcare, we will all be faced with the 
consequence of hospitals and government 
prohibiting us from seeking care (even if 
we have the personal funds to do so) for 
our family members deemed terminal and 
from taking our family members home to 
die with us. 
TERESA MCCROSKEY 
Republic, Missouri 
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Continuing Cultural Cave-in: Boy Scouts Welcome Girls 


The Boy Scouts of America (BSA) announced October 11 that it 
will acquiesce to “requests” that it allow females into its ranks, 
welcoming girls into its Cub Scout program (traditionally for 
younger-aged boys) and offering “a Scouting program for older 
girls that will enable them to advance and earn the highest rank 
of Eagle Scout,” according to a BSA press release. 

In a statement, BSA CEO Michael Surbaugh insisted that the 
move “is true to the BSA’s mission and core values outlined in 
the Scout Oath and Law. The values of Scouting — trustworthy, 
loyal, helpful, kind, brave, and reverent, for example — are im- 
portant for both young men and women.” He added that it was 
necessary for the BSA to change “how our programs meet the 
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needs of families interested in positive and lifelong experiences 
for their children. We strive to bring what our organization does 
best — developing character and leadership for young people — 
to as many families and youth as possible as we help shape the 
next generation of leaders.” 

The latest move is consistent with a conspicuous cultural cave- 
in the BSA has suffered over the past several years. While for 
over a century the Boy Scouts steadfastly maintained a policy 
against immoral behavior and lifestyles, in 2014 BSA officials 
announced that the organization would allow boys who self- 
identify as homosexual to join its ranks. 

However, many others have responded to the BSA cultural 
cave-in by ending their involvement in the Boy Scout program 
and putting their boys into alternative programs such as Trail 
Life USA, which states that its mission is “to guide generations 
of courageous young men to honor God, lead with integrity, serve 
others, and experience outdoor adventure.” 

Among those criticizing the latest BSA policy change is the 
leadership of the Girl Scouts USA (GSUSA), which understand- 
ably fears that the welcoming of girls into Boy Scouts will result 
in fewer girls joining GSUSA. But it is also ironic, since the Girl 
Scouts’ own cultural slide from traditional values has led to many 
parents choosing alternative youth programs such as American 
Heritage Girls. 


EV Revolution to Drive Oil to $10 a Barrel, Says Forecaster 


Chris Watling, the CEO of Longview Economics, told CNBC on 
October 12 that Saudi Arabia should hasten the sale of part of 
its Aramco oil company while the price of crude is still high: “I 
think they need to get it away quick before oil goes to $10 [per 
barrel].” Added Watling: “We forget, don’t we? 120 years ago 
the world didn’t live on oil. Oil hasn’t always driven the global 
economy. The point is, alternative energy in some form is gather- 
ing speed.... Things are changing.” 

Watling’s views coincide with those of Bloomberg New En- 
ergy Finance (BNEF) in their 2017 Long Term Electric Vehicle 
Outlook, which concluded that by 2040 — less than one genera- 
tion from now — more than half of all new car sales in the world 
will be electric vehicles (EVs), and a third of the world’s total 
car fleet will be EVs. 

BNEF’s forecast is that EVs will be price-competitive with 
gasoline-powered vehicles, on a non-subsidized basis, in less 
than seven years, and that by 2030 the “tipping point” will have 
been reached, after which adoption of the new technology will 
be complete. BNEF’s conclusion was revealing: “Fossil fuel de- 
mand will be displaced by the growing fleet of EVs. We project 
that [EVs] will displace up to 8 million barrels of transportation 
fuel per day.” 

France and the United Kingdom have already put in place 
mandates eliminating gasoline-powered vehicles from being sold 
starting in 2040, while China is pouring billions into EV develop- 


ment with a goal of seven million EVs sold annually by no later 
than 2025. India is on board as well, with its intention of pushing 
EVs exclusively for its citizens shortly. Scotland just announced 
that it would ban the sale of diesel and gasoline vehicles by 2032, 
beating France and the U.K. by eight years. 

Carmakers are getting on board. It is estimated that there will 
be no fewer than 65 new EV models for sale by 2022. Competi- 
tion and technological improvements will increase that number 
while reducing their prices in the future. 
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U.S. Natural Gas Exports to Add Jobs, $73 Billion 0 Economy 


The latest estimate from American Petroleum Institute (API) is 
that increased exports of liquefied natural gas (LNG) over the 
next 20 years could add 220,000-450,000 jobs to the American 
economy and $73 billion to the country’s gross domestic product. 
“This report confirms that increasing U.S. LNG exports would 
bring great benefits to American workers and consumers and the 
U.S. economy. Increasing the use of U.S. natural gas throughout 
the world means more production here at home, cleaner air, and 
increased energy security for our nation and our allies,” Martin J. 
Durbin, API’s executive vice president and chief strategy officer, 
stated October 3. 

The fracking revolution that has transformed the development 
of America’s crude-oil reserves is also revolutionizing the pro- 
duction of natural gas. Natural gas is the country’s largest source 
of energy production, representing a third of all energy produced 
in 2016. It has been the largest source of electrical power since 
July 2015. And the United States has been the world’s largest 
producer of natural gas since 2009. 

Now that technology has reduced the cost of liquefying natural 
gas so it can be transported around the world competitively on 
ships, other countries will shortly begin enjoying the same type of 
economic benefits. At present, there are 170 LNG tankers travers- 
ing the high seas, up from 150 just a year ago. And demand for 
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natural gas is growing at four times that of crude oil. It’s expected 
that the volume of LNG — up 22 percent in three years — will 
rise another 21 percent by 2020. 

The technology continues to surprise: There are now even 
floating LNG facilities. They cost less than permanent on-shore 
facilities, can be built in a fraction of the time, and can be moved 
to where the best opportunities lie. The first floating facility was 
christened in 2005. Today there are 25 of them. 

And not only will the United States continue to enjoy greater 
economic activity as the demand for natural gas continues to in- 
crease, but foreign countries will enjoy similar benefits as LNG 
drives down their energy costs. 


UN: United States Owes Reparations to African-Americans 


Ses 

The United Nations Working Group of Experts on People of A fri- 
can Descent issued a report on October 16 stating that the United 
States owes Americans of African descent reparations for slavery 
and other incidents of mistreatment, up to the present day. The 
group suggests that the reparations could come in the form of 
educational opportunities, psychological rehabilitation, cancel- 
lation of debts, and formal apologies. 

The report links injustices found in American history with 
what was argued as present injustices. “In particular,” it states, 
“the legacy of colonial history, enslavement, racial subordina- 
tion and segregation, racial terrorism and racial inequality in the 
United States remains a serious challenge, as there has been no 


real commitment to reparations and to truth and reconciliation 
for people of African descent.” 

It appears that even though slavery was outlawed throughout 
the United States with the passage of the 13th Amendment in 
1865, the United Nations agency is blaming the present U.S. 
government and its people for slavery in America, dating back 
to 1620. 

The fact of the matter is, slavery existed in Africa for centuries, 
and is still practiced in some parts of the continent even today. 
Most of the slaves imported to America throughout the course 
of the colonial period (it became illegal to import slaves into 
America in the early 1800s) were already slaves in Africa, and 
were sold by African leaders to European slave traders. 

American slavery is not a proud chapter in our nation’s his- 
tory, but slavery has existed in one form or another in all parts of 
the world. It is probable that almost all people alive today could 
count a slave among their ancestors. But expecting reparations 
for an injustice that happened to one’s ancestors decades or even 
centuries ago would be ludicrous. 

So what are we to make of this report by the UN? For one 
thing, it should alert all Americans, regardless of ethnicity, of the 
dangers of the United Nations. Like all Marxists, its members are 
looking to take wealth and redistribute it. That is your wealth, if 
you are a middle-class American. The only good solution is for 
the United States to get out of the United Nations — and to get 
the United Nations out of the United States. 
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EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


United States Exits UNESCO 


n October 12, the U.S. State De- 
O partment formally notified the 

United Nations Educational, 
Scientific and Cultural Organization 
(UNESCO) that the United States is leav- 
ing the organization, a decision the State 
Department said “was not taken lightly.” 
The reason for the decision, officials said, 
includes “U.S. concerns with mounting 
arrears at UNESCO, the need for funda- 
mental reform in the organization, and 
continuing anti-Israel bias at UNESCO.” 

The Trump administration said the 
U.S. government “indicated to the Di- 
rector General its desire to remain en- 
gaged with UNESCO as a non-member 
observer state in order to contribute 
U.S. views, perspectives and expertise 
on some of the important issues under- 
taken by the organization, including the 
protection of world heritage, advocat- 
ing for press freedoms, and promoting scientific collaboration 
and education.” But pursuant to UNESCO’s constitution, the 
United States will withdraw, with the decision taking effect on 
the last day of 2018 — despite intense lobbying by globalists 
and foreign powers. 

Speaking about the Trump administration’s decision, widely 
criticized UNESCO Director-General Irina Bokova issued a 
statement touting UNESCO and expressing regret over the U.S. 
government’s move. “At the time when conflicts continue to 
tear apart societies across the world, it is deeply regrettable for 
the United States to withdraw from the United Nations agency 
promoting education for peace and protecting culture under at- 
tack,” she said. “This is a loss to the United Nations family. 
This is a loss for multilateralism.” Multilateralism is another 
term for globalism. 

Even before the Trump administration announced an “Amex- 
it” from UNESCO, though, relations were already strained. 
Thanks to 1990s federal laws banning U.S. funding of inter- 
national organizations that admit the “State of Palestine” as a 
member, even under the Obama administration, the U.S. gov- 
ernment was forced to cut off most American financial support 
to the UN agency. Of course, Obama tried hard to get around 
that — and even found creative ways to illegally send U.S. tax 
money — but the hole in UNESCO’s budget, close to 25 percent 
of its budget, was still catastrophic. UNESCO claims U.S. tax- 
payers “owe” it about half a billion dollars at this point. Other 
major donor governments, reacting to UNESCO’s extremism 
and corruption, also withheld funding. 

Among the most serious problems identified by critics around 
the world was UNESCO boss Bokova, a longtime communist 
operative from Bulgaria, infamous worldwide for lawlessness 
and corruption. She originally joined the Bulgarian Communist 
Party as a youth member, despite the party’s track record of 
mass murder and brutality. She later served in senior posts in 


the communist regime, which murdered hundreds of thousands 
of people — something for which she has never apologized. 

Even the “legitimate” activities of UNESCO under Bokova’s 
leadership have drawn fierce criticism from defenders of liberty, 
national sovereignty, common sense, education, science, culture, 
Christianity, biology, and more. Consider, for example, a recent 
report disgorged by UNESCO that demands propaganda in text- 
books pushing globalism, statism, the “LGBT” agenda, and other 
“values” that the UN agency claims all children must possess. 
The UN agency has also been working to sexualize children as 
young as four years old with perverse and wildly inappropriate 
“sex education.” 

UNESCO has long been criticized for its obsession with de- 
monizing the tiny Jewish state of Israel. Most recently, the UN 
outfit came under criticism for adopting a resolution last year 
describing Israel as an “occupying power” while downplaying 
the historical Jewish connections to the Temple Mount, the West- 
ern Wall, and more. Also sparking outrage was the resolution’s 
reference to the “Al-Aqsa Mosque/Al-Haram Al-Sharif” as holy 
Muslim sites, completely erasing the historical and religious links 
of Jews to the sites. In 2015, UNESCO passed a similar resolu- 
tion purporting to rename famous Jewish historical and religious 
sites with Arabic names, again sparking global outrage. 

The Trump administration made a very wise decision in exit- 
ing UNESCO. But it is not enough. While it is a key agency, 
UNESCO is merely one tentacle of the globalist-controlled mon- 
ster that is the UN dictators club. To protect the liberties and self- 
government of the American people over the long term, Congress 
must act. Fortunately, there is legislation already introduced in 
Congress, the American Sovereignty Restoration Act (H.R. 193), 
that would end all U.S. government involvement with the dicta- 
tors club. Now it is up to the American people to push the ef- 
fort over the finish line by educating their communities and their 
elected representatives. 
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QUICKQUOTES 


Vice President Left NFL Game After Players Demonstrated 

“T left today’s Colts game because POTUS and I will not dignify any 
event that disrespects our soldiers, our Flag, or our National Anthem.” 
On Twitter, Vice President Mike Pence explained the action he 
took while awaiting the beginning of the game in Indianapolis. He 
had previously been Indiana’s governor and a consistent fan of the 
Indianapolis Colts. 


Surrendering ISIS Fighters Seek to Be Excused for Involvement 
“T never killed a civilian. I wasn’t even on the front line. Well, twice 
I was on the front line, just for a day, but not against the Kurds. Well, 
once against the Kurds but only shooting from a distance.” 

He turned himself in to Kurdish forces as ISIS power collapsed. But Maytham Muhammed Mohemin 
indicted himself as he pleaded for mercy from the Kurdish forces. 
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MSNBC Star Makes Ridiculous Claim About the Las Vegas Rampage 

“THe] was able to assemble and set up enough, apparently legal, firepower that he, as a single person, 
created more victims than if he had crashed a fully loaded 747.” 

The first Boeing 747s carried as many as 416 passengers and up to 15 
crew members. Modifications enabled the plane to carry as many as 
660 passengers plus crew. The shooter in Las Vegas killed 59 persons. 
So much for the accuracy of the claim issued by Rachel Maddow, 
MSNBC ss highly regarded commentator. 


Former Obama Official Worried 

After Expulsion of Cubans From D.C. 

“It looks like what began as a legitimate effort to protect Ameri- 
can diplomats from harm is moving to a broader breakdown in U.S. 
Cuban relations.” 

President Trump expelled 15 Cuban diplomats in the wake of illnesses, 
thought to be induced by a sonic attack, that have plagued American 
personnel serving in Havana. Formerly an advisor stationed at the 
White House and at the State Department, Daniel Erikson had a role in the relaxation of dealings with 
Cuba during the Obama presidency. 
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Appointee for Environmental Post Riles Climate-change Advocates 

“TRenewable energy is] unreliable and parasitic and [global warming] is a creed, a faith, a dogma that 
has little to do with science.” 

If confirmed by the Senate, Kathleen Hartnett White, the former chief environmental regulator for the 
state of Texas, will lead the nation’s Council on Environmental Quality. 


Chicago Soda Tax Shelved 
“People know this tax is all about raising revenue to fuel more county spending and they resent the idea of 
a billionaire from New York City coming in and telling them what they should do here in Cook County.” 
Spokesman David Goldenberg of the “Can the Tax Coalition” is 
delighted that the one-cent per ounce tax on soda and other sugary 
drinks lasted less than two months. The Cook County Board of Com- 
missioners voted to kill the tax backed by former New York City Mayor 
Michael Bloomberg. 


Potential Challenger to Mississippi GOP Senator Speaks Out 

“Tf they can afford all those piercings, tattoos, body paintings, signs and 

plane tickets, then why do they want us to pay for their birth control?” 

A potential candidate to challenge GOP Senator Roger Wicker in a pri- 

mary, Chris McDaniel aimed his barb at the women who participated 

in last January s’ Women March in Washington. @ Chris 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANuS Mclean! 
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Conventional wisdom says that people become liberals because they care about the poor, 
while conservatives care about money, but liberalism runs contrary to liberals’ beliefs. 


by Kurt Williamsen 


iberalism is portrayed by most 
“progressives” as caring and 
compassionate — helping the op- 


pressed and downtrodden — while con- 
servatism is dubbed mean-spirited, racist, 


10 


money-oriented, etc. Though I do my very 
best to remain open-minded about beliefs 
— whether they are religious, scientific, 
or political — open-mindedness notwith- 
standing, even with reading about politics 
every day as part of my job and trying 
my utmost, I am having a difficult time 


in figuring out how increased progressiv- 
ism, in general, in the country is supposed 
to be an improvement and, on a related 
note, how any American who considers 
himself/herself to be caring — especially 
Christians in this country — can back the 
liberal agenda. 
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T’ll tell you what I see, and you tell me 
how I am wrong. 

First, however, let’s go through the stat- 
ed goals of progressivism/liberalism: Stop 
intolerance and bigotry, aid the poor and 
people of color, provide well-paying jobs, 
clean up and protect the environment, 
provide for the elderly, reduce crime, give 
youth a good education, provide equality 
between the sexes and eliminate sexism, 
encourage free speech, improve public 
health, protect animals (both wild and do- 
mestic), use science to guide public policy, 
and, to top things off, increase individual 
freedom. All in all, a list of admirable 
goals that most Americans would agree 
with — including me. 

So, you might wonder, why can’t I 
find “caring” in liberalism, and why am I 
stumped in looking for societal improve- 
ments in liberalism? In short, it’s not the 
goals I find fault with; it’s the actions per- 
petrated in the name of achieving the goals 
that prove bothersome. 

As a former public-school teacher, Il 
start with education. According to liberal 
pronouncements, a good education is a 
must, and it can best be attained via strong, 
abundant affirmative action programs, na- 
tional standards (versus local ones), keep- 
ing religion out of schools, and govern- 
ment financial backing of public schools 
— including high pay for teachers and 
funding for preschool programs. 

Response: Those beliefs are not based 
in science — here defined as a “systemati- 
cally organized body of knowledge on a 
particular subject” — but rather, they are 
based upon either biased self-interest or 
political chicanery. In fact, besides maybe 
the fact that “‘a good education is a must,” 
the other assertions could be deemed lies. 
First, high teacher pay very definitely 
doesn’t equate to “learning.” Some of the 
highest-paid teachers in the country — in 
Detroit and Washington, D.C. — have stu- 
dents with the lowest achievement levels, 
with only four percent of Detroit eighth- 
graders ranking proficient in math in 2016 
(and ranking almost as bad in science, 
social studies, and English), while home- 
schooled children tend to do better on 
SATs than either private- or public-school 
kids. And not one of 114 tests adminis- 
tered to first-graders showed a significant 
positive effect of child enrollment in the 
Head Start program. 
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First, high teacher pay very definitely doesn’t equate 
to “learning.” Some of the highest-paid teachers in the 
country — in Detroit and Washington, D.C. — have 
students with the lowest achievement levels. 


This is in a country that is among the 
top spenders in the world on education. 
(Liberals always say that the fact that 
America spends so much on healthcare yet 
doesn’t have the top-ranking healthcare in 
the world is virtually criminal, and means 
we must radically change the system, yet 
defend year-after-year failure in public 
education in the face of proven fixes.) 

Liberals’ financial backing of schools 
means being against allowing parents 
to use tax monies (which those parents 
pay into the system) to put their kids in 
the schools of their choice — part of this 
is founded on the notion that religious 
schools shouldn’t get money and part on 
the idea that it takes money from public 
schools, hurting the schools — yet a gold- 
standard study by the leftist Brookings 
Institution found that “using a voucher to 
attend private school increased the over- 
all college enrollment rate among African 
Americans by 24 percent,” showing once 
again that people who care about kids’ 
education should back such programs. (As 
public schools deteriorate yearly in terms 
of making students more capable — ap- 
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proximately 50 percent of public-school 
students in California scored in the lowest 
category for reading and comprehension 
on state tests, and the tests aren’t rigorous 
— stopping kids from using school mon- 
ies to go to higher-performing schools is 
virtually criminal; it’s also against free- 
dom of choice and personal liberty, which 
liberals constantly say they are defending. 
Arguments claiming that vouchers take 
money away from public schools are re- 
ally arguments to retain failure and are, in- 
arguably, political paybacks for teachers’ 
Democrat votes.) And by the way, it’s like- 
ly all schools teach some form of religion, 
usually secular humanism or atheism. 
Too, both college affirmative-action 
programs and national standards have 
proven to be disasters. In their book Mis- 
match: How Affirmative Action Hurts 
Students It’s Intended to Help, and Why 
Universities Won t Admit It, self-professed 
ultra-liberals Professor Richard Sander 
and journalist Stuart Taylor point out that 
allowing minorities into programs that 
their qualifications don’t merit sets the kids 
up for failure in school and the workplace, 
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Defending failure: Liberals repeatedly say that the fact that America spends so much on 
healthcare yet doesn’t have the top-ranking healthcare in the world is virtually criminal, yet defend 
year-after-year failure in public education despite immense public-school spending. 
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The two men are all for prestigious colleges recruiting 
qualified minority candidates, but not for allowing 
minorities into programs where they would be so 

far behind that they would be plagued by Self-doubt, 
high drop-out rates, and negative stigma — and likely 
college loans that they will never be able to repay. 


with abundant proof to back it up, such as 
that blacks with relatively low qualifica- 
tions who were allowed into selective law 
schools had much lower rates of passing 
the bar exam and worse on-the-job perfor- 
mance than equally qualified blacks who 
went to less-selective law schools. The 
two men are all for prestigious colleges 
recruiting qualified minority candidates, 
but not for allowing minorities into pro- 
grams where they would be so far behind 
that they would be plagued by self-doubt, 
high drop-out rates, and negative stigma 
— and likely college loans that they will 
never be able to repay. The two find such 
consequences abominable — as should we 
all. Additionally, affirmative action pro- 
grams center on racial preference based 
on the color of one’s skin, and are clearly 
racist — go figure. 

As to national standards, they are no 
panacea either. As the Heritage Founda- 
tion pointed out in its article “Why Na- 
tional Standards Won’t Fix American 
Education: Misalignment of Power and 
Incentives”: 


While the countries that outperform 
the United States on international 
tests have national standards, so do 
most of those countries that score 
lower than the U.S. In further defi- 
ance of the hypothetical rule, Can- 
ada handily outscores the United 
States on international exams but 
has no national standards. 


And the Common Core national curricu- 
lum being implemented across the nation 
in response to federal threats to take away 
Title I funding for not obeying is clearly 
a disaster, notably lowering standards 
for many school districts, including all 
districts in the state of Massachusetts (a 
fact with which even the very left-wing 
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Chicago Teachers Union and New York 
Teachers Union agree). 

On a related note, the way schools teach 
“anti-bullying” lessons is via demeaning 
one group to build up another: At the pres- 
ent, public schools across the country have 
as part of their anti-bullying campaigns 
lessons that teach that homosexuality and 
transgenderism are normal and that anyone 
who doesn’t believe such things are normal 
is a mean-spirited, small-minded, intoler- 
ant bully. Ironically, though anti-bullying 
campaigns teach the idea that if you hurt 
someone’s feelings or make them feel bad 
about themselves, you are a bully, they at 
the same time tell Christians that the moral 
code they have been taught (and that most 
Westerners fervently believed in for the bet- 
ter part of 2,000 years) is wrong, trying to 
make Christians feel bad about themselves. 


For those who don’t get the hypocrisy, let 
me be plain: Even if one believes that anal 
sex between men is normal and that a male 
believing he is female isn’t exhibiting 
signs of a mental disorder, by liberals’ own 
definition of bullying, schools are bullying 
Christian kids because they try to make the 
kids feel bad about themselves. It is note- 
worthy that it is possible for schools to stop 
kids from hurting each other physically or 
verbally without promoting one lifestyle or 
another, but they don’t. 

It should also be noted that since I was a 
teacher (and proud of it), I am not anti-ed- 
ucation; I am pro-education. But expelling 
the federal government from the school- 
house is clearly the path to student academ- 
ic success, and allowing parents to choose 
their kids’ educational paths — whether 
that be homeschooling, locally controlled 
public schooling, or private schooling — 
is the route of improvement and freedom, 
both supposed goals of liberalism. 


Not Too Tolerant 

Then there is the stated liberal goal of 
stopping intolerance and bigotry. Liberals 
mainly promote “tolerance” in the area 
of homosexuality (and other aberrant sex 
practices), and they fight bigotry in the 
same arena, as well as defending minori- 
ties from “white privilege.” 


Kathy Griffin Holds Donald Trump's Bloodied Head in ISIS Like Video 


Intolerant: Though liberals have for decades called for tolerance, they don’t show tolerance. 
During the Obama years, liberals demanded that a rodeo clown be fired simply for wearing an 
Obama mask. Now even liberal household names such as Kathy Griffin, Madonna, and Johnny 
Depp fantasize aloud about killing President Donald Trump. 
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Since “tolerance” means to 
quietly put up with behavior 
or beliefs with which one dis- 
agrees, and to recognize and 
respect others’ beliefs and prac- 
tices without sharing them, it 
seems more than a little hypo- 
critical of liberals to try to pe- 
nalize businesses — such as 
stopping them from opening new 
outlets — if the business own- 
ers disagree with homosexuality 
(as happened with Chick-fil-A in 
the cities of Chicago and Boston 
and on several college campuses 
because it supports the Christian 
belief in marriage — though it 
willingly hires and serves homo- 
sexuals). The actions of the Left 
are clearly hateful and punitive, 
not tolerant. 

Moreover, punishment dealt 
out by liberals is not applied 
equally across sub-groups of 
people. While Christian photog- 
raphers and cake makers have | 
been fined hundreds of thou- | 
sands of dollars and driven out of [| 
business for not servicing a ho- 
mosexual wedding, because it is 
against their religious beliefs and 
how biology (science) says sex 
is supposed to work, homosex- 
ual cake makers have refused to 
make cakes for Christians without penalty, 
as have Muslims — so much for equality. 
One Christian group called 13 bakers to 
get them to make a cake with the words 
“Gay marriage is wrong.” Each said “no,” 
often after cursing at or otherwise dispar- 
aging the caller. And multiple bakeries 
in Northern California refused to make a 
cake in the shape of a hat that said “Make 
America Great Again.” If you listen, you 
can hear crickets over concerned liberals’ 
calls for lawsuits. 

To justify their actions, liberals lay 
claim to being upset that homosexual per- 
sons aren’t treated equally by businesses, 
saying that a refusal of service is like 
choosing not to service someone based on 
skin color: It’s prejudiced and it’s wrong. 
Let’s examine that. 

First, no store serves all groups of Amer- 
icans equally, meaning that the argument 
should be a complete non-starter for think- 
ing Americans of all political affiliations. 
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Fat chance: If liberalism reflected principles, not feelings, every 
person who is for fining and boycotting religious cakemakers 
for discrimination would promote the same at most women’s 
clothing stores for fat discrimination, because the entities don’t 
carry plus-sized clothes. 


For example, there are many stores that dis- 
criminate against me by not catering to my 
needs and wishes: women’s clothing stores 
and women’s-only exercise facilities (I’m 
a guy), expensive jewelry stores (I am not 
rich), Muslim bookstores (I’m not Muslim, 
yet I read extensively), barbershops (a trim 
of my balding head costs as much as for 
someone with a full head of hair), pet stores 
(Lam allergic to most dogs and cats, and pet 
shops often don’t sell non-allergenic variet- 
ies), and more. Likewise there are women- 
specific clothing stores that discriminate 
against some women. Some stores refuse to 
sell revealing clothes (discriminating based 
on women’s lifestyle — sound familiar?); 
there are stores that don’t sell clothes for 
obese women (some don’t even sell to av- 
erage women, only women built like mod- 
els). This is clearly discrimination against 
a protected class — women — and should 
be against federal law, if liberals were 
consistent, because federal laws protect 
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overweight people from discrimi- 
nation when the obese have an 
underlying disability that causes 
them to be overweight, which 
assuredly applies to many obese 
women. The list goes on. Most hat 
stores don’t sell Jewish yarmulkes 
(religious discrimination). And 
there are dating sites for minori- 
ties only, as well as many schol- 
arships for minorities only (racial 
discrimination). 

Where are the lawsuits and 
the huge pay-offs? The answer is 
that the lawsuits are nowhere to 
be found because liberal judges 
would dismiss them out of hand, 
even though every one of these 
cases Is as egregious — or worse 
— than not providing wedding 
cakes for an event that someone 
finds morally intolerable. Better 
question, where is the concern 
and the care of liberals for the op- 
pressed Christians since it is fact 
that all businesses discriminate 
when choosing their clientele (no 
business serves everyone equal- 
ly), so nothing makes cake-store 
discrimination worse than that 
done by any other business? In no 
case have I found that a homosex- 
ual couple could not find another 
business to cater their functions. 
And the cake companies have usually noted 
that they would sell cakes to homosexuals 
for other functions — such as birthdays — 
so the bakers are not discriminating against 
a segment of society at all. It is akin to fin- 
ing Jewish printers for not printing pam- 
phlets that deny the Holocaust happened 
or that call for the annihilation of Israel. 
Giving awards to homosexual couples in 
such cases makes about as much sense as 
awarding a plaintiff a large sum from Sears 
because the store sells Fruit-of-the Loom 
underwear, but not crotchless panties. It is 
clearly evident that penalties against Chris- 
tians are bigoted, reflect inequality and 
hate, and are hypocritical — hence uncar- 
ing, and intolerant. 

And those aren’t the only intolerable 
actions taken. The hypocrisy and hateful- 
ness ramp up from there: Liberals claim 
they are against forcing individuals to 
participate in events that they find person- 
ally objectionable, such as when someone 
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prays in school thereby “forcing” atheists 
to pray along (actually praying in school 
merely exposes someone to religion, it 
doesn’t force atheist students to do any- 
thing — so much for “diversity’”), but 
liberals have no problem forcing Chris- 
tians to actually participate in an atheis- 
tic/humanistic wedding ceremony. The 
same is true of abortion, wherein liberals 
demand that everyone help pay for abor- 
tions, though Christians and many others 
consider abortion to be murder. Ironical- 
ly, the entire pro-LGBT movement was 
originally predicated on not discriminat- 
ing against individuals; now liberals cheer 
discrimination against Christians. Such 
hypocritical, one-sided enforcement of the 
law should anger all people because it is 
un-American and flat-out wrong; it should 
especially anger anyone who professes to 
be caring and tolerant. 

Moreover, the harsh arbitrary penalties 
meted out to Christians who don’t cater to 
homosexual events, penalties that should 
be found illegal under the First Amend- 
ment’s “freedom of religion” or the Eighth 


Amendment’s “cruel and unusual punish- 
ment” clauses if liberal judges were con- 
sistent and actually followed the law’s clear 
wording, aren’t hateful enough for liberals. 
Many has been the time when liberals have 
called for businesses whose owners have 
opposing viewpoints to be burned down 
or the owners killed, such as teacher Jes- 
sica Dooley, who called for others to join 
her in burning down an Indiana pizzeria, 
Memories Pizza, merely because its owner 
expressed the opinion that he was against 
catering homosexual weddings. The owner 
of the pizzeria, Kevin O’Connor, had to 
temporarily close the establishment be- 
cause of the massive numbers of threats he 
received after expressing his opinion. 


Bigots Against Bigotry? 

Liberals’ anti-bigotry is equally fraudulent. 
Since a bigot is someone who intolerant- 
ly holds to a narrow-minded, prejudiced 
opinion, liberals are prime purveyors (they 
themselves qualify). Most anti-bigotry ac- 
tion nowadays is aimed at stopping the 
abuse of blacks by police; instituting hir- 
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open its borders — but there are “kind” reasons not to: Illegal immigrants, who tend to be poorly 
educated, compete with legal immigrants and minorities (usually poor blacks) for unskilled jobs. 
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ing policies, such as raising the minimum 
wage to $15 an hour; or creating educa- 
tional equality for minorities (overlapping 
with the supposed liberal goals of aiding 
the poor and people of color and providing 
well-paying jobs). Yet in trying to attain 
these goals, liberals are guilty of racism, 
hurting the poor, and, of course, exhibiting 
narrow-minded, prejudiced opinion. 

Pertaining to racism, Black Lives Mat- 
ter even says blatantly on its website: 


We are unapologetically Black in our 
positioning. In affirming that Black 
Lives Matter, we need not qualify our 
position. To love and desire freedom 
and justice for ourselves is a neces- 
sary prerequisite for wanting the 
same for others. 


In other words, they aren’t helping any- 
one else until they help themselves. (Of 
course, liberals then try to change the ac- 
cepted definition of racism from “a pro- 
gram or practice that upholds the politi- 
cal or economic domination of one race,” 
and “hatred and bigotry toward a person 
or persons because of their race” to a new 
version that meets their needs: “oppres- 
sion of a marginalized group in a society 
that’s based on white supremacy.” So 
a black person could hate all whites for 
simply being white — maybe even kill a 
few for no reason — and not be racist, ac- 
cording to them.) 

Another black group is clear in its racist 
goals. The Black Youth 100 Project had 
this to say about what it wants: 


Together, we’re organized to demand 
that our lives, our communities and 
our futures be made a priority. The 
police chiefs who belong to the IACP, 
and their local departments have a 
debt to pay for the lives and the re- 
sources they’ ve stolen and we’re here 
to collect. 

From Chicago to Oakland, New 
Orleans to New York City, Black 
people live under police occupation 
everyday.... This must end. 

Among the many measures we be- 
lieve are needed: 

We demand all local, state and fed- 
eral budgets to defund the police and 
invest those dollars and resources in 
Black futures. 
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We want reparations for chattel slav- 
ery, Jim Crow and mass incarceration. 

We want to end all profit from so- 
called “criminal justice” punishment 
— both public and private. 

We want a guaranteed income for 
all, living wages, a federal jobs pro- 
gram, and freedom from discrimina- 
tion for all workers. 

We want the labor of Black trans- 
gender and cisgender women (unseen 
and seen, unpaid and paid) to be val- 
ued and supported, not criminalized 
and marginalized. 

We want investments in Black 
communities that promote economic 
sustainability and eliminate the dis- 
placement of our people. 


As well as being a completely illogical list 
of demands, the calls “for justice” are al- 
most exclusively about payoffs and pref- 
erences for blacks and blacks only. Again, 
that’s racist and wrong, though it would 
serve them right if they were to see their 
demands met: The crime against blacks 
caused by such actions would be immense. 
As Wall Street Journal editor Jason Riley 
— who happens to be black — points out: 


The left is selling a false narrative 
here. We have too many dead black 
bodies in this country. But cops are 
not the reason. The black homicide 
rate is much too high. It is the leading 
cause of death for young black men. 
But blacks also commit seven to 10 
times more violent crime in this coun- 
try than whites do, and 90 percent of 
their victims are other black people. 


Since the great majority of violent crime 
in this country is committed by blacks 
against other blacks, removing police from 
black communities and giving each black 
person who lives there a few thousand dol- 
lars more per year in welfare for “repara- 
tions” likely wouldn’t even cover the ex- 
penses of the funeral, hospital, vandalism, 
arson, and robbery expenses the populace 
would soon incur. And no amount of “in- 
vestments in Black communities” would 
bring back job opportunities because few 
businesses want to operate in high-crime 
neighborhoods. 

What’s more, “a guaranteed income for 
all” would mean that the calls for living 
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Liberal plantation: Since the 1960s, liberal welfare policies have rewarded single motherhood 
with welfare payments, predictably resulting in intergenerational welfare, crime, drug use, child 
abuse, etc., as well as generations of black Democrat voters who want to keep the gravy train 


going. Is this life still “Up From Slavery”? 


wages (meaning high minimum wages 
— which most economists, even liberal 
ones, agree cause large-scale unemploy- 
ment mainly among poorly educated 
blacks) would be unnecessary because 
few people would likely work if they 
received all the money they needed to 
live a comfortable life without working. 
Incentive to work would be completely 
gone. It’s nearly gone now under present 
welfare schemes. 

Of course, spending to pay off the dis- 
contented would likely soon bankrupt the 
country (more on that later), but when one 
doesn’t allow reality to limit one’s imagi- 
nation, there’s no problem with impover- 
ishing the country as a whole. 

Additionally, first-generation immi- 
grant minorities are often more success- 
ful than minorities who have been here 
for a long time — note that Indian immi- 
grants are the richest ethnic group in the 
United States, and Asians as a group are 
the richest race in the country — provid- 
ing more proof that it isn’t likely white 
racism that is keeping blacks, Hispan- 
ics, and American Indians down. It is 
undoubtedly government policies, wel- 
fare, ignorance, and inner-city culture 
(developed by leftist policies). Making 
the point is Columbia Business School: 
“Indian-American households have the 
single highest income level of any group 
in the country — more than twice as high 
as the general US population.” 


Anti-family Animus 
Making the situation even worse is an- 
other one of Black Lives Matter’s goals: 


We are committed to disrupting the 
Western-prescribed nuclear family 
structure requirement by supporting 
each other as extended families and 
“villages” that collectively care for 
one another, and especially “our” 
children to the degree that mothers, 
parents and children are comfortable. 


In the black community, where more than 
70 percent of children are already born to 
unwed mothers, even further “disrupting” 
the traditional nuclear family — a married 
mother and father under the same roof with 
children — would assuredly add to the 
problems blacks have with poverty, crime, 
unemployment, lack of education, etc. 
Single-parent, female-headed households 
are the most reliable predictor of poverty in 
the United States, and children raised out- 
side the nuclear family are more inclined 
to be anti-social, do poorly in school, abuse 
drugs, etc. Before President Johnson’s Great 
Society unrolled a host of new welfare pro- 
grams, only 22 percent of black children 
lived in mother-headed households. Of 
course, after it was implemented, welfare 
provided more money to single mothers 
than married ones — especially to single 
black women, who made less than single 
white women — so husbands and male 


15 


mee STORY Buti 


role models were dumped, and up went 
misbehavior, violence, crime, and illiteracy 
(again, especially in black communities). 
And down went responsibility, morality, 
wealth, respect, self-respect, etc. 

In contrast, married nuclear families 
thrive, as Alex Newman reminded in his 
article entitled “Decline in Moral Values 
Costing Millennials Big”: “Just 3% of 
millennials who followed the so-called 
“success sequence’ [getting married and 
then having kids] were poor by their late 
twenties or early thirties. On the other 
hand, more than half of those who did not 
follow the ‘sequence’ are under the pov- 
erty line, the researchers explained.” 

More of the same family breakup 
would give us more of the same dysfunc- 
tion, which one would only intentionally 
do if one hated blacks. 

As economics professor Walter Wil- 
liams, who also happens to be black, stated: 


I think the way we treat poor people 
— we would not treat our own loved 
ones that way. That is, not many 
people would say, you know, their 
16-year-old daughter gets pregnant, 
and the family says, “Okay, here’s 
$500. Come back next week, same 
time, same place, sit on your a**, 
watch TV and we’ll give you another 
$500. And if you have more kids, 
you make another mistake, you get 
$700.” Anybody we cared about, we 
would not do that to them. 


Politically Correct Payoffs 

When it comes to race and bigotry, liberal 
politics are topsy-turvy in terms of intent 
and action. To cure racism, liberals aver, 
white males, who have supposedly suc- 
ceeded and prospered on the backs of black 
laborers (even if almost no blacks lived in 
the area and the whites’ families moved to 
this country after the end of slavery), must 
pay exorbitant tax rates to fund abundant 
welfare programs (despite the 13th Amend- 
ment’s proscription against “involuntary 
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Liberal racism: America is a country with elected black politicians — even a black president — 
and where sports dominated by black athletes are popular enough with mainly white crowds that 
the players get millions of dollars per year, yet liberals still somehow manage to find white racism 


in every aspect of life. 


servitude”), make reparation payments for 
past black slavery and Jim Crow laws, and 
institute hiring and college-entrance prefer- 
ences for blacks and Hispanics, to the detri- 
ment of Asians and whites (again racist). 
Aside from the fact that in 2014, 2.7 per- 
cent of Americans paid 51.6 percent of the 
taxes and 45.3 percent of Americans either 
paid no federal income taxes or got more 
back in tax credits than they paid in taxes 
(which is hardly equitable or fair), the idea 
of reparations is racism, pure and simple, 
not justice. First of all, most whites’ an- 
cestors did not own slaves. According to 
the History Channel, “The 1860 census 
shows that in the states that would soon se- 
cede from the Union, an average of more 
than 32 percent of white families owned 
slaves.” In the Northern states, there were 
few states with more than a percent or two 
of citizens holding slaves. With 21 mil- 
lion people living in the North during the 
Civil War and just 5.5 million whites in 
the Southern states and with the immigra- 
tion explosion to the United States after 
the war, a minority of whites would likely 


have descendants who owned slaves. And 
let’s not forget the more than 360,000 
union soldiers who were killed in the Civil 
War, as opposed to the estimated 388,000 
blacks who were brought to this country 
as slaves; do the soldiers’ ancestors get 
to pass on payment — or get reparations 
themselves? And what about whites who 
have been victimized by blacks — those 
who had a relative killed by a black crimi- 
nal or those, such as my mother-in-law, 
who grew up on the south side of Chicago 
and were forced, along with their families, 
to move from the houses and neighbor- 
hoods that they loved when blacks repeat- 
edly vandalized their houses (her Italian 
family did not participate in the large-scale 
“white flight” when blacks first moved 
into their neighborhood — because blacks 
“were just people too” — but when most 
whites had fled, some blacks made it very 
clear that whites weren’t welcome there). 
Do they get reparations from blacks or at 
least not have to pay up? 

Also who would decide who gets how 
much? For instance, many blacks in this 
country are descendants of blacks who 
came here after the time of slavery, of 
their own volition for the opportunity this 
country provided. Do they get anything? 
What about if one ancestor came here as 
a slave and another came willingly? Too, 
let’s face it, virtually every culture has 
been oppressed and even enslaved at one 
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time or another in history (with many Eu- 
ropeans being captured and sold into Af- 
rica as slaves and thousands of Irish being 
enslaved and sold to plantations in the 
Caribbean). Where do we draw the cut- 
off line? Moreover, if we’re going to offer 
reparations based on past abuses, there 
likely wouldn’t be anything left for blacks 
anyway because it could be argued that 
American Indians suffered vastly worse 
abuse than blacks (as the Indians were 
nearly wiped out en masse, and the entire 
country was stolen from them, with blacks 
taking part in dislocating Indians). Finally, 
assigning present blame for ancestors’ sins 
is blatantly unjust to people alive now who 
took no part in any atrocities. Think about 
it: It would be like arresting a murderer’s 
family and throwing them in jail because 
of guilt by association. Two wrongs still 
do not make a right. 

Race-based programs — reparations, 
affirmative action, etc. — divide rather 
than unite, and actually create more hatred 
in the name of ending racism. 

So much for stopping intolerance and 
bigotry, aiding the poor and people of 
color, providing well-paying jobs, reducing 
crime, and giving youth a good education. 


Healing Healthcare 
Other supposed liberal goals fail at least as 
greatly — for instance, providing health- 
care to all equally through a federal take- 
over of the healthcare sector. Government- 
run healthcare does not equate to abundant 
healthcare for everyone, it means rationed 
care (not being able to get care because 
the government doesn’t allocate enough 
resources to the disease), inefficient care, 
and poorer care — not care for the poor. 
Take, for instance, the liberal healthcare 
“success story” dubbed ObamaCare. Presi- 
dent Obama repeatedly promised before it 
was enacted that family healthcare premi- 
ums would drop $2,500 per family, that it 
would be inexpensive enough to be acces- 
sible to most any American (providing near 
universal coverage for Americans, if not ille- 
gal immigrants), and that we could keep our 
doctors and standard of care. The promises 
were grossly false. As reported by health- 
care expert Sally Pipes in a 2015 article en- 
titled “Shreds of Doubt About Obamacare,”’ 


Yet premiums have skyrocketed 
under Obamacare. A recent report 
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from HealthPocket — an online in- 
surance marketplace — revealed 
that 23-year-old men who have not 
chosen to stay on their parents’ plans 
have seen their premiums increase 
by as much as 78 percent under the 
law. Premiums for 63-year-old men 
increased 23 percent. 

Women suffered a similar fate.... 

Even premiums for those who re- 
ceived subsidies have jumped — by 
23 percent in the last year. That’s after 
taking those subsidies into account. 


And deductibles shot up, often more 
than doubling. The left-leaning Kaiser 
Family Foundation reported about the 
deductibles for ObamaCare’s silver plan 
that “less than one-fifth of low-income 
families can afford such high deduct- 
ibles, while just over half of middle-class 
families can afford them.” That means 
that even when non-wealthy Americans 
could afford ObamaCare’s insurance, 
they often still couldn’t afford to go to the 
doctor because the deductibles were too 
high. Statistically speaking, those people 
should have been added to the millions of 
Americans who remained without health 
insurance (ObamaCare only reduced the 
number of uninsured to 2006 levels, even 
counting the many who went on Medic- 
aid under the law). 

The disaster that is ObamaCare was 
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Single-payer healthcare, singularly unattractive: A new book Mission Betrayed: How the VA 


worsened by the unemployment and un- 
deremployment its rules have caused, as 
employers laid off workers or lowered 
their hours to avoid some of the harsh 
consequences of the law. 

Healthcare that is totally run by the gov- 
ernment or paid for by the government (sin- 
gle-payer healthcare) has fared as badly. 

It is common knowledge that three years 
ago large segments of the Veterans Admin- 
istration had wait times for patients that 
were so long that patients were literally 
dying while waiting. It is less well known 
that the wait-time scandal is still ongoing 
and that virtually no consequences have 
been meted out to those who committed 
fraud to cover it up, while whistleblowers 
have been badly treated. (Though Presi- 
dent Trump has reputedly recently fired 
several hundred VA workers.) Also less 
known is that VA doctors have a fraction 
of the workload of a private physician, VA 
hospitals have a fraction of the cases of pri- 
vate hospitals, and the wait-time scandal 
is merely one of a long string of regularly 
recurring atrocities: unsanitary conditions, 
poor care, corruption (including bribes 
and kickbacks), enormous waste, denial of 
services, physicians with suspended and 
revoked licenses, unnecessary surgeries, 
and more. Because it’s a bureaucracy and 
bureaucracies cater to the politically con- 
nected — in this case usually VA unions 
— large-scale reforms inevitably fail. The 


Really Fails America’s Vets, by a doctor who worked for the VA for more than 20 years, once 
again shows the failures of government healthcare providers, especially for those who are most 
ill, while fudging the numbers to make themselves look good. 
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other U.S. government-run program, the 
Indian Health Service, is even worse. (To 
learn more, see our series of online articles 
beginning with “Healthcare: Which Fix 
Should We Follow?”’) 

The U.K. suffers from similar problems: 
Healthcare expert John Goodman noted 
in his book Priceless that the U.K. has 
initiated several studies that showed that 
healthcare deteriorated after government 
took over and created the National Health 
Service. He says about one such study: 


In Britain, 50 years after the National 
Health Service was formed to rid the 
country of healthcare inequality in 
the country, a government task force 
released the Atcheson Report, which 
found that inequality was worse than 
when NHS began, noting that there 
are vastly differing survival rates, 
depending on whether a person lives 
in a wealthy neighborhood or a poor 
neighborhood. 


As for single-payer healthcare, countries 
with such systems keep them affordable 
by denying appropriate or timely treat- 
ment to many of the sickest populations 
in the countries. 
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Even then “affordable” isn’t really the 
correct word. The very left-wing Politicu- 
susa says the following in its article en- 
titled “Why Americans Can’t Have Uni- 
versal Healthcare Like Europeans”: 


Britain has a relatively well-regarded 
universal healthcare system that every 
citizen pays for through national in- 
come tax. The tax rate for income tax 
and National Health Insurance in the 
United Kingdom (England) in 2015- 
16 for all citizens earning between 
zero and £31,785, considered basic- 
rate (flat rate) taxpayers, is a whopping 
20 percent of their entire income. It is 
a full 15 percent more than America’s 
middle class tax rate and would entail 
a 20 percent tax hike for 45 percent of 
Americans who pay nothing now. 


To be sure, Politicususa believes that 
Americans just don’t care enough about 
fellow Americans, or themselves, to sacri- 
fice more tax money to gain its idea of an 
ideal healthcare system. But that group is 
not likely correct about the reasons Ameri- 
cans are fighting single-payer healthcare 
or some other version of government-run 
healthcare. It’s really about the high costs 


Government-run paradise: In Venezuela, which has the world’s largest oil deposits, socialist 
government policies and welfare spending have bankrupted the country, causing starvation. 
Liberal socialism always ends this way — when government runs out of other people’s money to 
spend. In liberal utopia Finland, there aren’t enough young workers to fund retirement programs, 
healthcare and education are expensive, unemployment is rampant, and debt is skyrocketing. 
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and the rationing inherent in the systems. 

As to economics, even the Organisation 
for Economic Co-operation and Develop- 
ment’s “Health Expenditure and Financ- 
ing” report shows that European countries 
are experiencing the same type of break- 
neck increases in healthcare spending as 
we see in the United States, costs that are 
quickly bankrupting those countries. 

Don’t think that government-run will 
mean “more inexpensive.” According to 
the Veterans Health Administration’s own 
report entitled “WHA Workforce and Suc- 
cession Strategic Plan 2016,” in 2015, the 
VA spent in excess of $8,523 per patient on 
average — an amount that does not include 
patient out-of-pocket payments — while 
according to the Organisation for Economic 
Co-operation and Development, per-capita 
healthcare spending in the United States in 
2015 was $9,451. And hospitals outside the 
VA system provide a far larger percentage 
of inpatient care than the VA does, meaning 
complicated, costly care. 


The Big “B”: Bankruptcy 
Note that national bankruptcy from Big 
Government spending is already on the 
foreseeable horizon in the United States 
because of liberal generosity with other 
Americans’ money. In healthcare, as in 
other areas of the economy, more evil has 
surely been done in the name of doing 
“good” than has ever been done with the 
intent of being bad. 

As Bob Adelmann reported July 5 for 
THE NEW AMERICAN online as to the fiscal 
repercussions of the welfare/warfare state, 


The Congressional Budget Office 
(CBO) just revised its January report 
with new data on spending, revenues, 
and economic growth. The revision 
isn’t good: 
The projected rise in [annual] 
deficits would be the result of 
rapid growth in spending for 
federal retirement and health 
care programs targeted to older 
people, and to rising interest pay- 
ments on the government’s debt, 
accompanied by only moderate 
growth in revenue collections. 
In other words, ... the government 
programs on autopilot — Social Se- 
curity, Medicare, and especially debt 
service on the country’s $20 trillion 
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national debt — will eat up nearly 
80 percent of the government’s total 
budget in less than 10 years. 


Unless an economic miracle happens, 
such as an American inventor or two cre- 
ates something as universally desired and 
valuable as the iPhone (and builds them 
all in this country) or the government be- 
gins cutting spending dramatically, we 
could safely expect large-scale inflation in 
the near future and the impoverishment of 
most Americans, as well as the implosion 
of all welfare systems to the point that 
many Americans starve to death, much as 
is happening in Venezuela presently. 

Moreover, even now — prior to the 
country’s insolvency — because the coun- 
try is essentially printing money to pay its 
bills, which causes price inflation, the pur- 
chasing power of people on fixed incomes, 
such as the elderly and disabled, jumps 
downward each year, impoverishing them. 

Isn’t Big Government grand? 

And taxing the rich isn’t going to solve 
our problems. According to the Congres- 
sional Budget Office, the total federal bud- 
get in 2016 was $3.9 trillion. If government 
taxed away all of the Fortune 500 compa- 
nies’ global profits in 2015 ($945 billion), 
taxed every cent of salaries in the NBA, 
MLB, NHL, and NFL ($13 billion), taxed 
away every cent earned above $250,000 per 
year (using income data from 2015) and 
taxed those same incomes at a 33-percent 
rate up to $250,000 ($1.031 trillion), and 
eliminated foreign aid ($42.3 billion), we 
would come up with a paltry $2.031 trillion 
— far short of funding what the U.S. gov- 
ernment already spends. In short, there’s no 
way that taxing the rich is going to dig us 
out of any fiscal hole. Even if all of the ap- 
proximately $600 billion a year in Defense 
spending was literally eliminated, the fed- 
eral budget would still only drop to $3.3 
trillion, and taxing the rich would fall short 
by more than a trillion dollars of paying 
federal bills. (Hat tip to David Burge, who 
pointed this out on his Iowahawk blog in 
2013.) More incredible is this: If the feder- 
al government taxed away every cent over 
$150,000 and taxed the remainder of that 
$150,000 at a 33 percent rate ($2.27 tril- 
lion), and taxed every cent of profits from 
Fortune 500 companies, and eliminated for- 
eign aid, the country still couldn’t pay its 
present bills, garnering just $3.256 trillion. 
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Carrying costs: Households headed by illegal immigrants cost governments billions (according to 
the Federation for American Immigration Reform, $115 billion more than they pay in taxes), and 
they will never pay into Social Security what they will drain out of it. 


Even eliminating Defense spending would 
leave us roughly $45 billion short. 

Yet liberals want to add more spending, 
not cut it — make sense to you? 

Note, such taxes would leave the richest 
Americans with $100,000 to pay all their 
bills, as well as pay their state income 
taxes, sales taxes, property taxes, etc. 

And if politicians actually tried to enact 
the preceding draconian taxes, not only 
would every major company flee this 
country en masse, causing wholesale job 
losses (and less tax monies), but you can 
be sure that Hollywood’s liberal glitterati 
would become overnight conservatives — 
because they surely can’t live their jet-set 
lifestyles on under $100,000 a year. 

Even as the situation stands now — 
without adding any new government 
spending on programs — unless gov- 
ernment spending is drastically cut, 
or taxes on the middle class are raised 
dramatically, or the country sees a huge 
economic boom, which virtually no one 
expects because of the preponderance of 
red tape, unneeded regulations, and taxes 
discouraging business investment, this 
country will see in the foreseeable future 
real-time total bankruptcy and hyperin- 
flation of the currency. And that fact does 
not even take into consideration all of 
the more than a hundred trillion dollars’ 
worth of welfare/Social Security prom- 
ises that the U.S. government has made 
to Americans but does not acknowledge 
in its figures on the deficit, and doesn’t 
have money socked away to pay. 


Ironically, despite liberals’ supposed 
support for reason and education, it cer- 
tainly seems as if their present spend- 
ing and future spending proposals aren’t 
mathematically sound. 


Perverse Political Stances 

Also logically unsound (or at least com- 
pletely hypocritical) is a host of other lib- 
eral political views, which reflect liberals’ 
hateful attacks on other groups. 

In the area of free speech, pornogra- 
phy is defended by liberals and celebrated 
as free speech (though it is clearly not 
speech), and its funding via government 
grants is lauded, yet liberals want to out- 
law conversion therapy (the ability of a 
person to go to a counselor to get rid of 
unwanted homosexual feelings). Liberals 
are supportive of in-your-face campaign- 
ing and yelling loudly at conservative 
speeches so that speakers can’t be heard, 
even regularly disrupting and physically 
threatening conservative speakers, but 
they want to ban pro-life sidewalk coun- 
selors, who merely talk to passersby. They 
are also both for fining churches through 
taxes if the church leaders speak about 
politics and for condemning and punish- 
ing “hate speech” — which is speech they 
merely find disagreeable, though their own 
hateful words go uncensored and the con- 
cept of “free speech” was meant to protect 
unpopular messages, because sometimes 
those messages just might be correct. Lib- 
erals regularly accuse conservatives of 
being racists because conservatives want to 
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Charge, charge, you’re busted: Americans are now adding debt to their credit cards at a rate 
commensurate with the economic crash of 2008. This results from price inflation — caused 
by the government printing money — increased healthcare costs, increased electricity prices, 
stagnant wages, and more, all exacerbated by liberal policies. 


clean up election fraud via voter-ID mea- 
sures (supposedly poor blacks can’t ob- 
tain IDs, thus keeping them from voting), 
though they have no problem requiring IDs 
to obtain federal welfare and to buy certain 
medicines. Finally, liberals are vehemently 
against corporate money being used for po- 


_ Ri 
RAFFIN 


CONSTRUCTION CO. 


RAFFIN 
PROPERTIES 


744 EAST 113TH ST. 


e CHICAGO, 


litical advertising (corporations are entities 
that represent groups of people), yet they 
support liberal newspapers, magazines, 
and television and online media being able 
to promote certain candidates, as well as 
Democrat-supporting unions, such as the 
teachers union. And they had no problem 
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with Google manipulating search results 
to aid Hillary Clinton in the last election. 

Even if, and this is an extremely big if, 
the country would not go broke from Dem- 
ocrat welfare policies, the policies are still 
harmful to the poor, to women, to men, to 
children, to the disabled. The policies have 
horrific track records of hurting the down- 
trodden; discriminating against Christians, 
Asians, whites, and males; enriching the 
politically connected at the expense of 
the middle class and poor; limiting indi- 
vidual freedom (except sexual freedom) 
and rights; and causing job loss — and 
everyone should be against them, unless 
they are monsters. (Not covered here but 
equally harmful are the Left’s strategies to 
supposedly aid the environment and fix im- 
migration — for an introduction to those 
problems see our online articles “How to 
Protect Our Environment” and “Counting 
the Costs of Amnesty.’’) 

In short, any liberal who thinks he/she 
is on the side of the angels is clearly mis- 
guided, and only could be considered to 
be technically correct because Satan was 
an angel, too. 
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Harvey Weinstein, the Hollywood movie mogul, has been 
accused of decades of sexual assault and been ostracized 
by his peers. But he reflects the industry, and it reflects him. 


by Selwyn Duke 


urricane Harvey — Weinstein, that 
H is — blew into Hollywood and 

now has blown his career. Taken 
down by his own sexual depredations, the 
once-omnipotent film executive recently 
fled to a $2,000-a-night Arizona “rehab” 
center and will likely face criminal charg- 
es. Yet he merely reflects a Tinseltown that, 
even more than Las Vegas, is the real city 
of sin — and that wants to make the whole 
nation a reflection of itself. 

No Clintonesque denials will help 
Weinstein, nor can he continue buying his 
way out of trouble (the New York Times 
reported that he reached at least eight 
settlements with women over the years). 
The New Yorker obtained a damning 
audio recording of the mogul pressuring 
model Ambra Gutierrez into watching him 
shower. Moreover, this appears the least 
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of his trespasses. The New Yorker ’s Ronan 
Farrow reports that during the course of 
a 10-month investigation, he spoke to 13 
women who accuse Weinstein of serious 
sex crimes, including rape, between the 
1990s and 2015. 

The result is that Weinstein, once en- 
sconced in a protective bubble of power 
and pocketbook, is now receiving the Mus- 
solini treatment: His once servile subjects 
are piling on. The Academy of Motion Pic- 
ture Arts and Sciences has expelled him; 
the Producers Guild of America has moved 
to terminate his membership; his name will 
be scrubbed from the credits of films and 
TV projects; and Deadline.com informs 
that The Weinstein Company, whose board 
the film producer just resigned from, is 
nearing “the brink” as talent agencies cut 
off the talent supply. Even prominent Dem- 
ocrats (such as Hillary Clinton) — who 
received more than $2 million in personal 


How the mighty have fallen: Harvey 
Weinstein, once an omnipotent movie mogul, 
is now the face of Hollywood sexual predation. 
Will his exposure burst Tinseltown’s protective 
dam and allow the draining of its swamp of 
sex abuse? 


and “bundled” donations from him — have 
found their once-silent tongues and are 
denouncing the mogul. It’s the bravery of 
those who'll kick a man when he’s down 
(this isn’t to imply he doesn’t deserve the 
kicks, only that the kickers deserve to 
break some toes). 

Worse still for the film executive, the 
law has found some fortitude as well. 
Weinstein is now being investigated on 
both sides of the Atlantic, with Scotland 
Yard looking into sexual assault claims 
and the New York Police Department re- 
opening a 2004 case involving him. The 
Los Angeles Police Department also may 
investigate the producer. 

Of course, better late than never, but the 
phoniness here is, well, Hollywood wor- 
thy. It’s not just that the Tinseltown figures 
finally emerging to condemn Weinstein 
long knew about his crimes but said noth- 
ing. Anti-American actress Jane Fonda, 
for instance, has come out and said she 
was “ashamed” of herself for not speak- 
ing up sooner. Now, one could suspect that 
Fonda must have known about Weinstein’s 
improprieties for longer than she claims 
(a year); the 79-year-old star has been in 
Hollywood for ages, and the 65-year-old 
film executive has been a sexual abuser for 
ages. But that’s not what’s most shameful. 
Rather, there’s another question. 

What are Fonda and the others cur- 
rently still silent about? What will they be 
“ashamed” of in 10 years? 

For not only is Weinstein the iceberg’s 
mere tip, but something worse than even 
his brand of abuse is still suppressed: Hol- 
lywood pedophilia, which is widespread. 
More on this in a moment. 

While some are hopeful the Weinstein 
affair may burst Hollywood’s protective 
perversion bubble, our politically correct 
physicians’ poor diagnoses don’t breed op- 
timism. Just consider New York Times’ film 
critic Manohla Dargis and Girls creator 
Lena Dunham. They both correctly point 
out how Weinstein reflects wider Holly- 
wood culture. Yet this culture’s nature es- 
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capes them. So just as they hurl stones at 
Weinstein only now, that he’s vulnerable, 
they also oh-so bravely blame the most po- 
litically correct of targets: men. 

Dunham penned an October 9 New 
York Times op-ed entitled “Harvey 
Weinstein and the Silence of the Men” 
in which she condemns Hollywood men 
for not speaking up. Then Dargis wrote 
October 11, “It is the perverse, insistent, 
matter-of-factness of male sexual pre- 
dation and assault — of men’s power 
over women — that haunts the revela- 
tions about Mr. Weinstein. This banal- 
ity of abuse also haunts the American 
movie industry. Women helped build 
the industry, but it has long been a male- 
dominated enterprise that systematically 
treats women — as a class — as inferior 
to men. It is an industry with a history of 
sexually exploiting younger female per- 
formers and stamping expiration dates on 
older ones.” This is nonsense. 

Dunham and Dargis may certainly be- 
lieve their own propaganda, yet this just 
means they’re biased, only recognizing 
harsh realities when they befall a group 
they identify with or have an affinity for 
(women, in this case). But the problem 
here isn’t the “silence of the men.” 

It’s the silence of the leftists. 

Note that both men and women in Tin- 
seltown knew about Weinstein; both men 
and women stayed silent. Dunham admits 
she herself had heard the Weinstein rumors. 
But she believes men are responsible be- 
cause they had the power to speak out. Yet 
most men in Hollywood are like most of its 
women: powerless relative to a Weinstein. 
And few people seek martyrdom. 

Then there’s the hypocrisy. The Left 
claims men and women are “equal,” and, 
why, it’s condescending to even hold a 
door for a lady, you chauvinist pig! But 
then when it’s time to assign blame, it’s, 
as Dunham essentially asks, “Where were 
the white knights in shining armor?!” 
(Answer: Those are the traditionalist guys 
who don’t get work in Hollywood. They 
aren’t around to save damsels in distress.) 

As for “expiration dates,” ask most for- 
mer child actors — including and perhaps 
most notably, the boys — about this. Per- 
formers Freddie Bartholomew, Macaulay 
Culkin, Jay North (Dennis the Menace), 
and many others learned that the doors 
closed once they ceased being little and 
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Sex-inspired sideshow: Gir/s creator Lena Dunham is one of many celebrities speaking out 
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against Weinstein now that he’s down. But while she blames Hollywood men’s “silence” for 
enabling his behavior, the same men enabled her peddling of depravity by producing her show. 


cute. Entertainment is a business, and once 
your marketability is gone, so are you. Yet 
there’s a downside to being little and cute, 
too, and it’s something else from which 
possessing an XY genotype offers no pro- 
tection. As I reported in “Hollywood Dear- 
est: Seared Souls and the Silver Screen” 
(THE NEW AMERICAN — March 24, 2014): 


My meaning is best summed up by 
one quotation: “I can tell you that the 
number one problem in Hollywood 
was, and is, and always will be pedo- 
philia.” These are the words of one of 
the 1980’s biggest child actors, Corey 
Feldman, in the August 10, 2011 edi- 
tion of ABC News Nightline. Feld- 
man, who starred in ’80s hits such 
as Stand by Me, The Lost Boys, and 
Gremlins, claims that he himself was a 
victim of a “Hollywood mogul” pedo- 
phile. Asked in the interview if there 
was a “casting couch” for kids, Feld- 
man said that there was, but “it’s not 
done the same way [as with adults]; 
it’s all done under the radar. It’s the 
big secret.” He also said ... it took 
him a while to understand the nature 
of the Hollywood environment. Said 
Feldman, “I was surrounded by them 
[pedophiles] when I was 14 years 
old. Surrounded — literally. Didn’t 
even know it. It wasn’t until I was old 


enough to realize what they were and 
what they wanted, and what they were 
about.... They were everywhere, like 
vultures.” 

Feldman ... also attributes the un- 
timely death of his friend and fellow 
child star Corey Haim to child sexual 
abuse. Haim, who starred in so many 
films with Feldman that the duo be- 
came known as “the two Coreys,” 
said in 2008 that he had been “raped” 
by a Hollywood figure. Haim died 
two years later at age 38, overdosing 
on illegally obtained legal drugs. 


After the Feldman interview, Hollywood 
child sex abuse received some rare atten- 
tion, and other actors chimed in. As Fox 
News’ Meagan Murphy wrote in her 2011 
piece “Recent Charges of Sexual Abuse 
of Children in Hollywood Just Tip of Ice- 
berg, Experts Say”: 


Another child star from an earlier era 
agrees that Hollywood has long had 
a problem with pedophilia. “When I 
watched that interview [with Feld- 
man], a whole series of names and 
faces from my history went zooming 
through my head,” Paul Petersen, 66, 
star of The Donna Reed Show, a sit- 
com popular in the 1950s and ’60s, 
and president of A Minor Consider- 
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ation, tells FOXNews.com. “Some of 
these people, who I know very well, 
are still in the game.” 

“This has been going on for a very 
long time,” concurs former “Little 
House on the Prairie” star Alison 
Arngrim. “It was the gossip back in 
the ’80s. People said, ‘Oh yeah, the 
Coreys, everyone’s had them.’ Peo- 
ple talked about it like it was not a 
big deal.” 


Then there’s Anne Henry, co-founder of 
child-actor protection group BizParentz 
Foundation. She has stated that “75 per 
cent of the child actors who ‘went off the 
rails’ suffered earlier abuse,” wrote the 
Times (London) last year. Moreover, “Hol- 
lywood is currently sheltering about 100 
active abusers,” she estimates. 

Ex-child actor Elijah Wood, who played 


Hollywood (not that he didn’t deserve 
criticism for his flippant treatment of ped- 
erasty). This is for the same reason why, 
while a government-sponsored study 
found child sex abuse in government 
schools to be 100 times the magnitude of 
the Catholic Church scandal, the 61 largest 
California newspapers ran 2,000 articles 
about the latter during a certain time peri- 
od, but only four about the school scandal. 
The left-wing media just isn’t interested in 
targeting left-wing entities. 

Yet children are targeted in Tinsel- 
town, and, as Arngrim said, it’s appar- 
ently no big deal there. Just consider the 
case of homosexual director Victor Salva. 
As the Daily Beast wrote October 3, after 
12-year-old actor Nathan Winters con- 
fessed to his mother that Salva molested 
him while making the 1986 film Clown- 
house, police 


raided the director and former 
child-care worker’s home, where 
they found child pornography — in- 
cluding a homemade pornographic 
tape that showed Salva engaging 
in oral sex with his pre-adolescent 
star. “He spent the better part of a 
year grooming me and my parents,” 
Nathan Winters recalled in an inter- 
view earlier this year. “Developing 
the trust. It was very calculated, and 
a long process, as it is with most pe- 
dophiles.” 

In April 1988, Salva pleaded guilty 
to five felony counts — lewd and las- 
civious conduct, oral copulation with 
a person under 14, and three counts 
of procuring a child for pornography. 
He was sentenced to three years in 
prison, and was released in 1989 after 
serving only 15 months. 


hobbit Frodo Baggins in the 
Lord of the Rings trilogy, also 
spoke to the Times. He alluded 
to how some abusers host orgi- 
astic parties where young boy 
actors are seduced. This echoed 
the 2014 documentary An Open 
Secret; it reported that the own- 
ers of web TV company Digital 
Entertainment Network, Marc 
Collins-Rector, Chad Shackley, 
and Brock Pierce, “threw lav- 
ish parties where young boys 
were encouraged to drink and 
take drugs before mandatory 
skinny-dipping sessions in the 
swimming pool and hot-tub,” 
reported the Daily Mail in 2014. 
This aligns with comments 
alt-Right provocateur Milo Yi- 
annopoulos made in a 2015 
edition of the podcast The Joe 
Rogan Experience. While dis- 
cussing the issue of pederasty 
(he was a victim himself), he 
mentioned that, as a grown 
man, he attended high-status 
Hollywood parties where he 
saw things that “beggared be- 
lief”: namely, grown men using 
for sex boys who were, as Yi- 
annopoulos describes it, “very 
young — very young.” 
Unsurprisingly, though, the 
media were more focused on 
attacking Yiannopoulos than 
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Not-so-special treatment: Ex-child stars Corey Feldman and Corey 
Haim both said they were molested by powerful Hollywood figures. 
According to Feldman, Haim’s rape at age 11 left scars that resulted 


in the actor’s untimely 2010 death. 


The kicker? He was released 
into Hollywood’s welcoming 
tentacles. Jeepers Creepers 3, 
which successfully opened in 
September, is a Salva film. So 
was Powder, the 1995 movie 
the pedophile wrote while in 
prison. In addition, he had gone 
on to “write and direct Jeepers 
Creepers (2001) and Jeep- 
ers Creepers 2 (2003), which 
were both executive produced 
by Francis Ford Coppola and 
made a combined $122 mil- 
lion worldwide. He also 
helmed the features Peaceful 
Warrior (2006), Rosewood 
Lane (2011), and Dark House 
(2014),” the Daily Beast fur- 
ther informs. 

Also on the Hollywood 
walk of shame is director 
Roman Polanski, who raped 
a 13-year-old girl and then 
skipped the country. He was 
later honored at the Oscars. In 
fact, as American Thinker’s 
Trevor Thomas wrote October 
15, “Hollywood is littered with 
men — and women — who are 
sexual predators and provoca- 
teurs ready and willing to take 
advantage of most anyone and 
any situation in order to satisfy 
their lust and greed.... Thus, 
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when these ‘nasty’ Hollywood harlots, 
gigolos, pimps, perverts, and like-minded 
stooges ... don their vagina hats and Antifa 
masks and start howling about the sexual 
misconduct of President Trump — or any 
other politician or pundit of whom they 
disapprove (read: Christian, conservative, 
or Republican) — we know it’s not really 
the sexual immorality that troubles them.” 
Thomas should stop mincing words and 
tell us how he really feels, but it’s hard to 
escape his conclusion: Hollywood doesn’t 
much care about sexual abuse. 

And Harvey Weinstein? He was thrown 
under the bus likely because he became 
a liability; he made the mistake of get- 
ting caught. Salva gets it, too, and said as 
much himself. He told the San Jose Mer- 
cury News in a 1999 interview that, reports 
the Beast, “I think [studio execs] saying, 
‘He’ll never work again’ [Salva referenc- 
ing himself] was all for show. My God, if 
they were to take the [arrest] records of 
every filmmaker or actor, they’d have to 
shut this town down.... Let’s face it, any- 
body can work here who makes money.” 
And those are Hollywood values. 

Tragically, more and more they are 
America’s values, too — partially by Hol- 
lywood design. Millennial-oriented news 
site Mic.com wrote in 2014, “Hollywood 
Has the Power to Change the World,” and 
that’s no joke. Only a subset of the popu- 
lation imbibes news and commentary, but 
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entertainment touches most everyone. It 
is powerful. Greek philosopher Plato is 
paraphrased as having said, “Musical in- 
novation is full of danger to the State, for 
when modes of music change, the State 
always changes with them,” and the Eng- 
lish idiom informs that a “picture is worth 
a thousand words.” So how many words 
are moving pictures worth? And what is 
the impact when you put sight and sound 
together in the emotion-engaging package 
called a film? Just as significantly, who are 
these people packaging “values” for us? 

It’s no surprise Hollywood is replete 
with sexual deviants — it’s populated by 
the ideologists we today call “liberals.” 
But aren’t these merely people with differ- 
ent politics? Isn’t it mere ideological bias 
to paint them in such dark colors? 

It’s no radical statement to say that 
people who rejected Bolshevism in 
1917 Russia and Nazism in 1938 Ger- 
many were, generally speaking, more 
moral than those passionately embracing 
these totalitarian ideologies. Ideologies 
comprise ideas, and, generally speak- 
ing (again), virtuous people hew to good 
ideas and the vice-ridden to bad ones. 
As George Orwell noted in The Road 
to Wigan Pier, “One sometimes gets the 
impression that the mere words socialism 
and communism draw towards them with 
magnetic force every fruit-juice drinker, 
nudist, sandal-wearer, sex-maniac, Quak- 


Show. Now combating Hollywood mischief and lobbying on behalf of child actors, he is one of 
many ex-child stars who sound the alarm about pedophilia in the film industry. 
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er, nature-cure quack, pacifist and femi- 
nist in England.” 

Fruit juice is pretty much universal 
today, and the socialists have perhaps lost 
the Quakers. Yet Orwell’s observation 
was nonetheless quite astute, as writer 
Peter Schweizer noted in his 2008 Daily 
Mail piece, “Don’t listen to the liberals 
— Right-wingers really are nicer people, 
latest research shows.” As Schweizer sum- 
marized it, “There is plenty of data that 
shows that Right-wingers are happier, 
more generous to charities, less likely to 
commit suicide — and even hug their chil- 
dren more than those on the Left.” They 
also are less likely to indulge sexual per- 
version. But what is the real connection 
between vice and “liberalism”? 

Bill Maher, the liberal and libertine co- 
median-cum-commentator, once said on 
his old show Politically Incorrect, “The 
concept of Absolute Truth is scary.” It’s no 
wonder he finds it so. People bent on in- 
dulging vice seek to justify themselves. To 
this end, would they embrace a worldview 
upholding Truth — a standard of objective, 
unchanging morality — that condemns their 
sin as sin, that states they are absolutely, 
eternally wrong? Or would they be more 
likely to glom on to one stating everything 
is relative and “Who’s to judge?” 

Liberalism is the Ideology of No Re- 
sponsibility, of “whatever works for you” 
— it is characterized by moral relativism, 
the notion that right and wrong are mere 
perspective. Now, people often embrace 
relativism to justify their misdeeds; after 
all, my wrongs can’t be wrong if there’s 
no objective right or wrong. Thus, the 
more vice-ridden people are, the more 
likely they are to latch on to relativism 
and, hence, its current correlative ideol- 
ogy, liberalism. Yet this liberalism is not 
just an effect of sin; it’s also a cause. For 
upon embracing a worldview justifying 
anything, you’re even more likely to com- 
mit misdeeds. It’s a vicious circle yielding 
some very, very vicious people. 

Yet there’s still more to it. Sin could be 
called psychological poison, and, as with 
all poison, it affects a person whether he 
realizes it’s poisonous or not. One effect is 
that people generally feel bad about them- 
selves when they sin and desire absolution. 
Moreover, even more simply, everyone 
quite naturally wants to feel like a good per- 
son, so he needs something to hang his hat 
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Hollywood “values”: Director Victor Salva was imprisoned for molesting one of his child actors 
but still has a lucrative film career. As Salva put it about Hollywood, “Let’s face it, anybody can 
work here who makes money.” 


on. Now, cultivating actual virtue in oneself 
— chastity, temperance, charity, diligence, 
patience, kindness, humility, prudence, etc. 
— is difficult. It requires discipline, hard 
work and, most of all, sacrifice; the party 
will be over. Also, developing a personal 
world of virtue doesn’t bring praise in a 
world of vice. The solution is simple: You 
project your time’s faux virtue, by making 
the fashionable utterances that cause people 
to say, “My, he’s such a good person.” In 
certain times and places this meant paying 
lip service to communism or Nazism. 

In our time, it means being politically 
correct. 

So liberalism is a home for the liber- 
tine, providing him the justification for his 
vices and the opportunity to burnish his 
image and self-image via what we now, 
apropos to the affectation, call “virtue- 
signaling.” 

But the effect on the wider society is 
anything but virtue-enhancing. Hollywood 
peddles corruption for both conscious and 
unconscious reasons. As to the latter, con- 
sider how Paul Gebhard, right-hand man of 
“sex researcher,” pedophile, and scientific 
fraud Alfred Kinsey (whom, surprise, sur- 
prise, Hollywood portrayed heroically on 
screen), answered the question about how 
Kinsey “researchers” collected data on the 
sexual responses of young children and in- 
fants (which they did do). He said, on video 
presented in the documentary The Kinsey 
Syndrome, that they used “oral and manual 
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techniques.” Why would he let such a thing 
slip? Because after engaging in perversion, 
or anything else, habitually, people become 
habituated to it. It then doesn’t seem so ab- 
normal anymore, and the mask sometimes 
slips and they utter some remarkably reve- 
latory things. People can’t help being what 
they are, for, as poet William Blake put it, 
“the Eye altering alters all.” 

Likewise, Hollywood libertines’ hearts 
will quite naturally infuse their work. But 
then there are the conscious justifications. 
They know that, to put it simply, “if these 
church people get their way, I won’t be 
able to indulge (fill in the per- 
sonal perversion du jour).” They don’t 
want their fun spoiled. They don’t want 
to be judged. They don’t want to be de- 
stroyed, so they must destroy the standards 
by which they would be judged. 

Lastly, there’s the “Misery loves com- 
pany” factor. Just as dirt shows most read- 
ily on white, others’ goodness reveals, by 
contrast, libertines’ vice for all its ugliness. 
It reminds me of a small-scale landlord I 
heard call a radio show years ago and say 
she wouldn’t rent to Christians because 
they made her feel bad about herself. 
Whether those who merely rent or those 
who can rend society, this shaming by ex- 
ample creates a strong desire among the 
dirty to create equality in iniquity by soil- 
ing the fabric of civilization. 

These are some reasons Hollywood fare 
is infused with sexuality. Of course, it also 
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sells; as ancient Chinese sage Confucius 
put it, “I never knew anyone who loved 
virtue as much as sex.” Yet mere market- 
ing imperatives don’t explain Tinseltown’s 
mainstreaming of homosexuality, with ho- 
mosexual characters prominent in movies 
and shows and often portrayed as voices of 
reason (e.g., Sling Blade, 1996). What does 
explain it is something homosexual activists 
Marshall Kirk and Hunter Madsen wrote in 
their 1989 book After the Ball: How Amer- 
ica Will Conquer Its Fear and Hatred of 
Gays in the 90s. To wit: The authors called 
for a desensitization of Americans to ho- 
mosexuality through a “continuous flood 
of gay-related advertising,” a “conversion 
of the average American’s emotions, mind, 
and will, through a planned psychological 
attack, in the form of propaganda fed to the 
nation via the media.” 

Of course, while homosexuality couldn’t 
have been legitimized without sexual 
mores already having been degraded, doing 
so opens the floodgates. For if it is morally 
licit, so is everything below it in the hierar- 
chy of sexual sin — and this encompasses 
vast territory. And, not surprisingly, Hol- 
lywood has pushed the envelope further, 
disgorging the 2001 film L.ZE., in which 
a middle-age pederast named Big John is 
portrayed in (at worst) a neutral light. 

All this, not to mention the relativistic 
messages; attacks on Christianity, America, 
and the West; revisionist history; exaltation 
of evil; and the general politically correct 
themes present in toxic Hollywood effluent. 

Philosopher G.K. Chesterton wrote in 
1926 that the “next great heresy is going to 
be simply an attack on morality; and espe- 
cially on sexual morality.... The madness of 
tomorrow is not in Moscow but much more 
in Manhattan.” For sure. The Soviet Union 
collapsed, but as American Chesterton So- 
ciety president Dale Ahlquist put it, “The 
sex industry ... is a silent, slippery beast 
that slithers in the dark and has its tentacles 
everywhere and is destroying our society.” 

Hollywood can posture all it wants as 
it sacrifices Harvey Weinstein to its false 
gods of hedonistic pleasure. It can “virtue- 
signal” as it turns the matter into a politi- 
cally correct crusade. But the problem isn’t 
one man, some men, or “men”; it’s that, as 
Victor Salva put it, if they were to hold ac- 
countable every sullied “filmmaker or actor, 
they’d have to shut this town down.” Come 
to think of it, though, that’s not a bad idea. 
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Should the Government 
Make Disrespecting 
the Flag or the National 
Anthem Illegal? 


The recent rush to kneel or otherwise re- 
fuse to show deference for the National 
Anthem among professional football play- 
ers has prompted a wave of anger among 
Americans who find such displays deeply 
offensive. Military veterans in particular 
have voiced outrage. This new politi- 
cal fad began with former San Francisco 
quarterback Colin Kaepernick, who began 
refusing to stand for the National Anthem 
last season to protest alleged racial injus- 
tices against blacks in the United States. 
Other NFL players soon followed Kaeper- 
nick’s example, continuing the protests 
into this season. After President Donald 
Trump criticized the protests and opined 
that such players should be fired or oth- 
erwise disciplined for such behavior, the 
movement mushroomed into an all-out 
push by players and many coaches to defy 
the president. The latest twist in this saga 
saw Vice President Mike Pence walk out 
of a football game after players knelt for 
the anthem, prompting predictable howls 
of outrage among members of the anti- 
Trump media. 

Such acts of disrespect toward revered 
national symbols are deeply offensive to 
many patriotic Americans. They amount 
to yet another instance of spoiled enter- 
tainers using their public platforms to bite 
the hand that feeds them — in this case, 
the country whose free and open society 
allowed them to become successful. But 
should such conduct be illegal? 

Younger Americans might not remember 
a similar controversy that boiled over in the 
1980s, when Ronald Reagan was president. 
Then, as now, virulent leftists, afraid that 
their faction’s death grip on America’s 
political and cultural institutions might 
be jeopardized by the Reagan administra- 
tion, staged a number of demonstrations 
in which American flags were trampled on 
and burned. Then, as now, millions of pa- 
triotic Americans were outraged, so much 
so that a concerted effort was made to make 
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such displays illegal. It was even proposed 
that the Constitution be amended to crimi- 
nalize flag desecration. 

But in the end, nothing came of such 
efforts. Flag-burning remains legal, and 
no serious progress was ever made toward 
amending the Constitution. 

The reason that the flag-burning contro- 
versy produced no new laws is that flag- 
burning, offensive though it certainly is, 
is an exercise of free political speech pro- 
tected under the First Amendment. While 
honest people may differ on how far free- 
speech protections extend (should they 
cover obscenity, for example?), there can 
be little question that nonviolent forms of 
political protest, however offensive they 
may be, are protected. In fact, it is broadly 
true that free speech is offensive speech; 
otherwise, the very notion of freedom of 
speech is pointless. The views expressed 
in this article and in this publication are 
deeply offensive to many people hostile to 
conservative, Americanist, or constitution- 
alist ideals. Without any doubt, this publi- 
cation would have long since been banned 
were it not for the protections afforded by 
the First Amendment. 

It is worth noting that most other West- 
ern countries, including our northern neigh- 
bor Canada, impose limits on free political 
speech, reserving to the state the power 
to criminalize “hate speech” — in other 
words, speech that some people find hate- 
ful. And there is a growing push to pass 
“hate speech” laws in the United States, 
a push strongly opposed by most on the 
“Right,” who rightly sense that such laws 
would be used to target them, and not their 
opponents on the Left. Indeed, as we have 
seen in recent months, “right-wing” speak- 
ers have been denied the right to speak at 
publicly funded universities, on the grounds 
that their controversial views incite hatred. 

But the principle applies evenly to all 
sides of the political spectrum, even if the 
Left is far more censorious than the Right. 
If leftist football players — or any other 
people, for that matter — choose to pub- 
licly disrespect the flag, or the National An- 
them, their right to do so is protected, as far 
as the government and laws are concerned. 

However, the NFL and other private 
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sports organizations are free to set stan- 
dards of conduct for their employees and to 
impose penalties for violating them. Private 
corporations routinely establish codes of 
dress and conduct for their employees, the 
violation of which is punishable by fines, 
dismissal, and so forth. All such codes and 
standards are the right of any private or- 
ganization or association — for profit or 
otherwise — to establish. The NFL would 
be perfectly within its rights to discipline 
or fire employees who refused to abide by 
the organization’s rules, including matters 
related to dress and conduct. 

But a clear distinction must be made 
between the government’s authority to in- 
tervene in the National Anthem dispute (it 
has none), and the authority of the NFL, a 
private employer, to set and enforce stan- 
dards of conduct for its employees, includ- 
ing, if it chooses, the authority to require 
players to stand for the National Anthem. 

It might be argued that no private cor- 
poration should have the right to force 
someone to violate his personal moral, 
religious, or political convictions. Indeed, 
there are a welter of laws protecting a wide 
array of rights in the workplace, prohib- 
iting employers from discriminating on 
the basis of race or sexual orientation, 
for example. But it is worth noting that 
no private corporation or other entity can 
“force” anyone to do anything. If a church 
becomes distasteful to its membership, 
they can worship elsewhere. If an em- 
ployer treats employees unfairly, they are 
free to seek employ elsewhere. This sort 
of thing happens all the time, when people 
change jobs, or churches, or civic affilia- 
tions. No compulsion is involved. 

Only the government has the power to 
compel compliance, and — unlike a pri- 
vate employer or a church — is not so 
easily exchanged for a better alternative. 
For this reason, government and govern- 
ment alone should be barred from impos- 
ing limits on personal freedoms such as 
speech. And public figures who choose 
offensive and controversial behavior are 
under no sanction of law — but are free to 
seek work elsewhere if their conditions of 
employment are unsatisfactory. 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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Final Days of CNN? 

The Cable News Network (CNN) has been 
doubling down on Fake News stories pertaining 
to President Donald Trump and Republicans, 
which has resulted in massive viewer 
defections. And it shows no signs of stopping. 
(August 7, 2017, 48pp) TNA170807 


Can You Be Kind, 
Caring, and Liberal? 


Liberals have pronounced liberalism to be 
the tolerant, caring, open-minded political 
alternative — as compared to conservatism 
— but its results don’t match its goals. 
(November 6, 2017, 48pp) TNA171106 


What on Earth Is Happening 

to Our Temperature? 

Trillions of dollars in government spending 
might hinge on whether or not the climate 
is indeed warming. The answer, however, 
depends on where the thermometers are 
placed. (April 3, 2017, 48pp) TNA170403 
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CLEAN wiTHouT THE “GREEN” 


Businesses are pressured to adopt costly “green” practices that have little real value outside 
a public-relations boost. But companies can be profitable and environmentally responsible 


without the “greenwashing.” 
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RETHINKING SUSTAINABLE 
N Ui le DEVELOPMENT 


by John T. Larabell 


Outside the Green Box: Rethinking Sus- 
tainable Development, by Steve Gore- 
ham, New Lenox, Illinois: New Lenox 
Books, 2017, 245 pages, paperback. 


ustainable development. Going 
Ss green. Carbon credits. Businesses 

in Western, developed nations 
have all been hit with the pressure to be 
more environmentally conscious in order 
to “save the planet.” But how reasonable 
are those actions, and are they really doing 
any good? 

In Outside the Green Box: Rethinking 
Sustainable Development, Steve Gore- 
ham attempts to set the record straight 
when it comes to businesses attempting 
to “go green.” 

Goreham begins by informing readers 
how environmental policies have scared 
businesses into submission to their costly 
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dictates. Businesses are now expected to 
“go green” or be sued, boycotted, or have 
their reputations otherwise tarnished by 
elaborate media campaigns. Many compa- 
nies, especially large ones that make big 
targets for environmental groups, find it 
easier to just roll over; “If you can’t beat 
em, join ’em” seems to be the rule of the 
day. Big businesses, even the quintes- 
sential villains such as oil companies, are 
now investing in “green energy,” buying 
“carbon offsets,” making efforts to reduce 
their “carbon footprint,” and on and on. 

Nonsense, claims Goreham; much of 
this sustainability craze is good for noth- 
ing other than public relations. In chapters 
three through six, Goreham debunks what 
he terms the “Four Horsemen of the Envi- 
ronmental Apocalypse”: overpopulation, 
worsening pollution, climate destruction, 
and natural-resource exhaustion. He ex- 
plains that the Earth is not in danger of 
overpopulation, but population is starting 
to level off as countries become more de- 
veloped, and we’ll likely see a decrease 
in global population over the next cen- 
tury. Likewise, as nations become more 
developed and standards of living rise, 
pollution-control measures are often put 
in place. The global pollution problem is 
actually getting better, not worse. Cata- 
strophic man-made global warming is a 
myth, and carbon dioxide is not a pollut- 
ant. The Earth is actually rather cool right 
now, and CO, levels are fairly low when 
compared to many points in geological 
history. Natural resources are not in dan- 
ger of being exhausted; on the contrary, 
as technology increases, more resources 
are recovered and they are used more ef- 
ficiently. 

Goreham explodes the myths of re- 
newable energy in chapter seven, demon- 
strating that renewables can’t effectively 
power modern industrial nations, and that 
renewables actually cause environmental 
destruction, rather than saving the envi- 


ronment, since they require many times 
(sometimes hundreds of times) the amount 
of land area than comparable-producing 
conventional power plants running on hy- 
drocarbon fuels. Wind and solar, the dar- 
lings of the “green energy” movement, are 
intermittent, unreliable, and inefficient, 
since they depend upon fickle Mother 
Nature for their power supply. Conven- 
tional power plants must be kept running 
as a backup when wind and solar aren’t 
producing enough to supply the grid. Re- 
newables are also expensive and require 
government (i.e., taxpayer) subsidies or 
feed-in tariffs (laws requiring utilities to 
purchase electricity from renewables) to 
be remotely competitive. 

In chapter nine, “Business Environmen- 
tal Policy — Sensibly Green,” Goreham 
offers businesses what he calls a “sensibly 
green environmental policy”: 


1. Use the lowest-cost mix of proc- 
ess elements to produce the lowest- 
cost, highest-value products and 
services. Sensibly reduce the use of 
energy, materials, water, labor, and 
capital. Energy should be conserved 
like any other process input. Water 
should be used rationally, based on 
local availability and cost. 

2. Reduce waste from processes 

to minimize cost and environmen- 
tal impact. Use recycled materials 
where advantageous to reduce pro- 
duction cost. 
3. Minimize the discharge of haz- 
ardous air and water pollutants to 
reduce environmental impact. Limit 
the release of lead, mercury, sulfur 
oxides, nitrous oxides, and particulate 
emissions into the air and the discharge 
of natural and synthetic chemicals into 
the water. This does not include carbon 
dioxide, which at today’s low atmo- 
spheric levels is not harmful to humans 
or the environment. 
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4. Design and test products to 
minimize danger to humans or nature. 

5. Prepare for severe weather or 
natural disaster events. Contrary to 
the claims of some, neither society 
or industry can control the frequency 
or severity of weather, so companies 
must adapt and prepare for changing 
conditions. 

6. Restore nature after completion 
of mining or construction activities. 

7. Comply with environmental 
laws and regulations. 


Goreham then proceeds to list items that 
should not be part of a company’s envi- 
ronmental policy: 


¢ Counting carbon dioxide emis- 
sions. Unless required by law or for 
possible public relations benefit, to- 
taling your firm’s carbon footprint is 
a waste of resources. 

¢ Purchasing carbon offsets. 
There is no evidence that purchasing 
carbon offsets to invest in “carbon- 
soaking” projects has the slightest 
effect on global temperatures. 

¢ Special efforts to reduce ener- 
gy consumption. Like any resource, 
energy should not be wasted, 
but neither should extraordi- 
nary or expensive efforts be 
taken to conserve energy. Na- 
tions that use the most energy 
per person discharge the low- 
est levels of harmful pollutants. 
Low-cost energy is the founda- 
tion of economic growth, gen- 
erating capital to fund air and 
water pollution control mea- 
sures. There is no evidence 
that energy production hurts 
the environment or that energy 
resources face exhaustion. 

¢ Payment of a premium to 
use renewable energy. Electric- 
ity from a 120-volt or 240-volt 
outlet is identical whether renew- 
able or from hydrocarbon fuels. 
Energy does not have color. No 
company should pay a premium 
for “green” energy unless the 
public relations benefits outweigh 
the increased electricity cost. 

¢ Payment of a premium 
to use biofuels or electric ve- 
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hicles. Electric vehicles and biofuels 
should be adopted only when they 
offer superior cost/benefit for your 
firm. Many studies show that bio- 
fuels consume more land and water 
and emit more pollutants than use of 
gasoline or diesel fuel for vehicles. 

¢ Special efforts to use natural or 
renewable materials. Today’s engi- 
neers are amazing. They can make 
plates from pig urine, furniture from 
hay, and concrete from rice. But why 
do so if the foundations of sustain- 
able development are wrong? Prod- 
ucts that intentionally use natural 
materials or shun petroleum-based 
materials offer negligible actual en- 
vironmental benefit. 


As Goreham notes, such feel-good green 
policies belong in only one place in a com- 
pany’s budget — public relations — “‘be- 
cause they don’t do anything else.” 
Goreham holds an MS in electrical 
engineering and has more than 30 years’ 
experience in engineering and executive 
roles in Fortune 100 companies. He is cur- 
rently a speaker, researcher, and author on 
environmental issues and has appeared on 
numerous radio and television programs. 


Steve 
Goreham 


stevegoreham.com 


He is also the executive director of the 
Climate Science Coalition of America, a 
“non-political association of scientists, en- 
gineers, and citizens dedicated to inform- 
ing about the realities of climate science 
and energy economics.” 

Outside the Green Box is an enjoyable 
read, written in an accessible, non-techni- 
cal style and filled with ample illustrations, 
photographs, and charts to explain rather 
technical information. But readers should 
not be fooled by the “layman’s style” writ- 
ing — Goreham’s book is annotated with 
more than 800 footnotes and is clearly the 
result of a great deal of research. 

Readers who enjoy this book will want 
to check out Goreham’s 2012 book, The 
Mad, Mad, Mad World of Climatism: 
Mankind and Climate Change Mania, in 
which he spends an entire book, rather 
than just one chapter, debunking the myth 
of man-made global warming and all the 
hysteria surrounding it. For a more in- 
depth analysis of this previous book, see 
our review in the February 18, 2013 edi- 
tion of THE NEW AMERICAN. 

Goreham is hopeful, and believes the 
tide is turning, so to speak, on the en- 
vironmental movement. He relates that 
when he gives presentations to business- 
es, the audience members often 
remark that he was “preach- 
ing to the choir,” but it seems 
as if most business owners do 
not know that they are part of 
a silent majority who reject the 
theories of man-made climate 
change and the alleged need for 
sustainability practices. Gore- 
ham feels that, with time, more 
and more people will wake up 
and see the ill effects of “going 
green,” and environmental poli- 
cies will begin to change. This is 
already beginning to happen in 
many developed countries, even 
Europe, which drank the green 
Kool-Aid early on. Especially in 
America with the Trump admin- 
istration in charge, some of the 
more onerous regulations will 
(hopefully) be curtailed if not 
outright reversed. The solution 
is for more people to read books 
such as Outside the Green Box 
and spread the word about the 
follies of going green. 
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Heroes of Vegas Horror 


In the midst of the worst mass shooting 
in American history, heroes emerged to 
offer hope. 

On October 1, gunman Stephen Pad- 
dock opened fire on an unsuspecting crowd 
at a country music concert at the Route 
91 Harvest Music Festival in Las Vegas, 
claiming the lives of nearly 60 people and 
injuring more than 500. While many fled 
for their lives, others sacrificed their own 
safety to help those around them. 

U.S. Marine Taylor Winston, for exam- 
ple, helped to rescue more than a dozen 
people during the shooting. According to 
Fox News, Winston stole a pickup truck 
that he found on the concert grounds and 
used it to transport injured people to the 
hospital before ambulances could arrive 
on the scene. 

Winston was at the concert with his girl- 
friend when he heard the gunshots. He told 
Fox News that he and his girlfriend ran 
for cover and hopped a fence, where they 
noticed a bunch of trucks. “I tested my 
luck to see if any of them had keys in it, 
first one we tried opening had keys sitting 
right there,” he said. “I started looking for 
people to take to the hospital. There was 
just too many and it was overwhelming 
how much blood was everywhere.” 

Elsewhere on the concert grounds, con- 
certgoer Jonathan Smith helped to save at 
least 30 people, despite having been shot 
himself. CNN reported that Smith took 
two bullets while rescuing injured con- 
certgoers from the scene. “I’m not a hero,” 
Smith told CNN. “I’m far from a hero. I 
think I just did what anybody would do.” 

“Was it smart?” he continued. “Prob- 
ably not. But if someone else (was) in the 
shoes, and they see me, I would want them 
to come back and at least help me.” After 
Smith took a second bullet, he was dragged 
to safety by another hero — off-duty police 
officer Tom McGrath, who used his fingers 
to stop Smith’s bullet wound from bleed- 
ing. Smith recalls that McGrath never left 
his side and referred to him as his “brother.” 
Both men were emotional during an inter- 
view with CNN, and they stated that they 
were moved by the spirit of togetherness 
that pervaded despite the trauma that was 
taking place around them. 
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“Through this tragedy I remember, 
nobody suffered alone. When people 
were dying there was somebody there 
who was holding their hands or holding 
them in their arms, comforting them,” 
McGrath said. “When people had inju- 
ries, no matter how severe it was, (people 
were) trying to get them to safety, no- 
body suffered alone.” 


Superhero Photo Shoot 


Photographer Josh Rossi of Sandy, Utah, 
made dreams come true for a group of 
local sick, young children. He dressed 
them up as Justice League superheroes 
and posed them for an epic photo shoot in 
July that they will never forget, thanks to 
a super cool memento. 

“The whole idea was to take the things 
that are weaknesses for the kids such as 
cancer and other diseases and turn them 
into strengths,” Rossi told PetaPixel. “I 
worked with 6 kids under the age of 8 and 
completed a movie poster style image for 
each of them.” 

Rossi determined which Justice League 
superheroes each of his subjects would 
be, based on their conditions. The cus- 
tom replica costumes were valued at over 
$10,000, PetaPixel reports, but each of 
them was created and donated for Rossi’s 
good cause by designer Julie Whiteley. 

He then edited the photos and blew 
them up to create movie-style posters for 
each child, which he hand-delivered one 
month later in August. The photos were 
donated by Nicols Photo Lab. 

“The kids that my team and I chose have 
been through hell and back and have real 
superhuman strength!” Rossi wrote on his 
webpage. “It is exactly their weaknesses 
that make them strong! Together they form 
The Justice League!” 

Kayden Kinckle is a five-year-old with 
omphalocele, which caused his internal 
organs to grow outside of his body and 
his legs to require amputation. Accord- 
ing to Rossi’s webpage, doctors advised 
Kinckle’s mother to abort him, but she did 
not. For Rossi’s photoshoot, Kinckle was 
dressed as Cyborg. Rossi explains his de- 
cision: “In Cyborg’s younger years he was 
a healthy boy until he had a horrible ac- 
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cident. His father kept him alive by giving 
him robotic parts.” 

Three-year-old Sofie Loftus is fighting 
a rare cancer of the connective tissues. 
Loftus posed as Wonder Woman in her 
photo shoot. According to Rossi, Sofie is 
a “real fighter,” just like Wonder Woman. 

Teagan Pettit has just half a heart as a 
result of a condition known as hypoplastic 
left heart syndrome. He has had to undergo 
three open-heart surgeries and requires ox- 
ygen at night. For the photoshoot, he posed 
as Superman. Pettit is a huge Superman fan, 
so it was an easy choice for Rossi. 

Two-year-old Mataese Manuma has a 
rare cancer called acute megakaryoblastic 
leukemia. But in August, he was Aqua- 
man. Manuma’s photo shoot had to be 
postponed because he awoke with a fever 
after a round of chemo, requiring another 
trip to the hospital. Rossi recalled his ex- 
perience photographing young Manuma: 
“Since Mataese is so young and also weak 
from treatments his brother helped him out 
with some of the poses. In Photoshop, I 
had to do a little bit of stitching together 
such as a head here and a body there but 
in the end it turned out great. Mataese just 
like Aquaman from the movie [is] of Poly- 
nesian descent and so I thought it would be 
a perfect fit to be the God of the water.” 

Five-year-old Simon Fullmer has a rare 
form of nerve cancer called neuroblasto- 
ma. For his photo shoot, he was Batman, 
Fullmer’s hero. According to Rossi, Simon 
is tough and deals with his condition like a 
grown-up. Batman is a perfect match. 

And Zaiden Stolrow, a seven-year-old 
diagnosed with severe ADHD, posed as 
The Flash. Rossi admits that he was unsure 
if Stolrow’s story fit the part of his photo- 
shoot until he heard some of the sad details 
of Stolrow’s experience. Stolrow’s exu- 
berance would often get him in trouble in 
school, and eventually his friends stopped 
inviting him to parties. His mother states 
she saw the “light leave from his eyes.” 

“T thought that turning Zaiden into The 
Flash would be perfect,” Rossi said. 

Rossi captured a video of each child re- 
ceiving a superhero portrait. “It was amaz- 
ing seeing the excitement on their faces!” 
he said. Ml 

—RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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way to roll back the tide of socialism and restore American 
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Climb Into Our Vehicle and Turn the Key 

Your time is limited. You need a program that will maximize your 
efforts. With six decades of proven leadership experience and 
our NEW Volunteer Leaders Accelerated Performance Series, The 
John Birch Society has the turnkey program you need to grow 
your influence and secure the future. 


Follow our comprehensive 10-point game plan and you'll obtain: 

e The power of national concerted action 

e Trustworthy and professional material to educate yourself and others 

e Mentoring and training to quickly build your local organization 

e Up-to-date news and action alerts to save you time and money and 
make you more effective and influential 


The Proof Is in the Reaction 
You'll see firsthand that JBS is the 
most effective and most organized 
opposition that the enemies of 
freedom have ever come up 
against. They have attacked JBS 
more than any other organization 
because they know it is their most 
effective opposition. 


Reviews 


4.5 kkk KK 


Joan Brown 
kkk kK 
| have had nothing but satisfaction and 


praise for this very unique organization 


Allen Banks 
2.0.0. 8.9 
2 They have always told the truth and have 


in almost every prediction been right on the 
money with world events 


NEW Membership Benefits 

NOW INCLUDE: 

e Personal membership card, 
The John Birch Society Agenda 
(our 10-point game-plan), and a 
JBS wall calendar with discount 
codes for ShopJBS.org. 

e Membership in either a home 
chapter or local chapter, a 
print subscription to 24 issues 
per year of The New American 
magazine, and 12 issues per 
year of the JBS Bulletin. 

e Access to the members-only 
JBS.org Activist Toolbox, 
audio, video, eBooks, Bulletins, 
magazines, and congressional 
scorecards. 


The John Birch Society 
8S ..? Sa” 


ACT TODAY TO GET STARTED! 
Visit JBS.org or call 800-JBS-USA1 (800-527-8721) to contact 
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The Bolshevik Revolution After 100 Years 


The Bolshevik Revolution was not the result of a popular uprising. A small minority of 
Russians, funded by wealthy “capitalists,” was able to exploit a turbulent political situation. 
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Bloody Sunday: The killing of protesters during the 1905 revolution on Sunday, January 22, 


severely damaged the czar’s reputation. Although Nicholas II did not approve of what the army 
had done, he refused to publicly criticize them, arguing it would be disloyal. 


by Steve Byas 


he parallels between the French 
[ Revolution of 1789 and the Bol- 
shevik Revolution are many. Both 
involved an indecisive king who had un- 
wisely involved his country in a war that 
saddled his country with an enormous 
debt. Both kings had foreign wives who 
faced unfair charges of disloyalty. In both 
cases, the revolution occurred after years 
of agitation by secret societies, presum- 
ing to speak for the peasants and workers. 
Once in power, the agitators used terror 
to stay in power. They were anti-Christian, 
and many Christians referred to the lead- 
ers of the revolutions as “anti-Christ.” 
Vladimir Lenin, the leading Bolshevik, 
described Georges Danton of the French 
Revolution as the greatest revolutionary 
strategist ever, while Leon Trotsky, who 
created the Red Army that won the Rus- 
sian Civil War, held up French revolution- 
ary general Nicolas Carnot as his model. 
Trotsky’s creation of the “people’s com- 
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missars” was in emulation of the tactics of 
the French Jacobins. 

Not surprisingly, Karl Marx, the author 
of the Communist Manifesto, was also an 
admirer of the French Revolution. His fa- 
ther strongly admired French radicals Vol- 
taire and Rousseau, examples of the radi- 
calism that permeated French society in the 
years leading up to the French Revolution. 
Marx himself copied the famous expres- 
sion “The proletarians have nothing to lose 
but their chains” from French radical Jean- 
Paul Marat. From a French socialist in the 
1840s, Louis Blanc, Marx borrowed the fa- 
mous “From each according to his abilities, 
to each according to his needs.” 

Radical subversive societies such as 
the Illuminati and the Jacobins have long 
been accused of having plotted and staged 
the French Revolution, before going un- 
derground and continuing to advance 
their radical and secular ideologies in the 
1800s, eventually emerging as the inter- 
nationalist communists in the mid-19th 
century. Marx wrote the Communist Mani- 


festo at the behest of the shadowy League 
of the Just in 1848, along with his friend 
Friedrich Engels. But Marx did not start 
this group — which changed its name to 
the Communist League. It began several 
years earlier, when Marx was still drink- 
ing and getting into fistfights as a member 
of the Tavern Club in college. 

Was this a continuation of the same 
radical societies that had conceived and 
driven the French Revolution? Suffice to 
say, they had basically the same beliefs. 
Later, these same ideas would be admired 
by and implemented by the Bolsheviks. If 
someone sees a white horse with a black 
spot on its side run into the woods, then 
observes a white horse with a black spot 
on its side emerge a few minutes later, one 
can safely presume it is the same horse. 

Marx fell in with some strongly anti- 
Christian zealots at the university. One 
associate, Bruno Bauer, had written His- 
torical Criticism of the Synoptic Gospels, 
in which he asserted that Jesus had never 
even existed. Bauer and Marx failed in 
launching a Journal of Atheism. Although 
Marx received a Ph.D. from the University 
of Jena in 1841, his revolutionary activi- 
ties prevented him from obtaining a teach- 
ing position at any university in Germany. 
Fortunately for him, he met Friedrich En- 
gels, the son of a textile manufacturer, in 
1844, who helped Marx financially the 
rest of his life. 


Basis of Bolshevik Success 

In his Communist Manifesto, Marx called 
for the abolition of private property, the 
elimination of the family social unit, the 
overthrow of all existing governments, 
communal ownership of property, and the 
end of what he called “capitalism.” In 1862, 
Marx and others founded the First Interna- 
tional, because they believed in revolution 
in all countries. In 1867, he wrote Das 
Kapital, in which he continued his attack 
upon religion, calling it the “opiate of the 
people.” By this he meant that it kept the 
working class dulled to the pain of their op- 
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In his Communist Manifesto, Marx called for the abolition of private 
property, the elimination of the family social unit, the overthrow of all 
existing governments, communal ownership of property, and the end 


of what he called “capitalism.” 


pression by the ruling class, which he be- 
lieved had created religion for that purpose. 

In Das Kapital, Marx asserted that com- 
munist revolution would occur in the more 
industrialized nations first. According to 
this Marxist theory of history, there has 
always been a ruling class, lording 
it over the ruled class. Only when 
a nation has advanced to the most 
industrialized state would there be 
an uprising of the proletariat — the 
workers. After the revolution, there 
would then be an indefinite time pe- 
riod in which there would be a “dic- 
tatorship of the proletariat,” in which 
the people would be re-educated to 
share the wealth of society. 

Eventually, according to Marx, 
the state would wither away, and true 
communism would emerge, in which 
those who had more would volun- 
tarily share it with those who had less. 

Mikhail Bakunin, a Russian anar- 
chist who opposed Marx at the Inter- 
national Workingmen’s Association 
(often called the First International), 
asked what should be some obvious 
questions about these ideas: “If the 
proletariat is ruling, over whom will 
itrule?... Ifthere exists a State, there 
is inevitable domination.... Can it re- 
ally be that the entire proletariat will 
stand at the head of the administra- 
tion?... There are about 40 million 
Germans. Will all 40 million really 
be members of the government?” 

Bakunin presciently said, “They 
say that such a State yoke, a dicta- 
torship, is a necessary transitional 
means for attaining the most com- 
plete popular liberation. So, to liber- 
ate the masses of the people they first 
have to be enslaved.” 

Ironically, Bakunin’s own Russia 
would soon experience this “libera- 
tion” into slavery known as commu- 
nism, with the coming of the Bolshe- 
vik Revolution. 


Richard Beard 
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Marx’s prediction that the workers 
uprising would happen first in one of the 
more industrialized countries, such as 
Germany or England, proved wrong. In- 
stead, it happened in Europe’s least indus- 
trialized major nation — Russia. 
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Karl Marx was hired by the League of the Just to write 
the platform of the Communist Party. In his Communist 
Manifesto, Marx called for the abolition of private property 
and a dictatorship of the workers, which he termed the 
proletariat. After an indefinite period of dictatorship, he 
predicted, the state would wither away. 
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To be sure, the same sort of radicals 
who populated universities in England 
and Germany were in Russia. After Czar 
Nicholas II unwisely involved Russia in 
a losing war against Japan in 1904-1905, 
his prestige was greatly diminished. On 
January 22, 1905, about 200,000 citizens 
approached the Winter Palace in St. Pe- 
tersburg, demanding better working con- 
ditions, more personal freedom, and an 
elected legislature. 

Nicholas was not there when soldiers 
fired on the crowd, killing or wound- 
ing hundreds, in what became known as 
“Bloody Sunday.” While Nicholas pri- 
vately expressed sorrow at what had 
happened, he rejected suggestions 
from his advisors to shift the blame 
and publicly announce the soldiers 
had acted without orders. He be- 
lieved that would be disloyal to his 
own troops. After strikes swept the 
country, Nicholas decided to cre- 
ate a legislative body known as the 
Duma. At this point, it appeared that 
Russia would evolve into a constitu- 
tional monarchy, much like England. 
Only a minority of radicals actually 
favored the termination of the Ro- 
manov Dynasty. 

It is unlikely that Nicholas would 
have been ousted, then later mur- 
dered by the Bolsheviks, had he 
only kept his country out of the 
First World War. It was against his 
better judgment, but his key advi- 
sors pressed him to sign an order 
of mobilization — which would al- 
most certainly put Russia into a war 
with Germany. He told his advisors, 
“Think of the responsibility you are 
advising me to take. Remember, it 
would mean sending hundreds of 
thousands of Russian people to their 
deaths.” 

Yet, he gave the order, and Rus- 
sia went into the Great War, which 
caused the deaths of millions of 
English, French, Germans, and 
Russians, and led to the demise 
of the Romanov Dynasty, his own 
death, and the death of his wife and 
children. 

It would also impose atheistic 
communism on his country. 

By the end of 1914, the first year 
of the war, Russia had experienced 
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four million casualties. Even- 
tually the casualty list would 
reach over eight million. Nich- 
olas’ country was simply not 
capable of fighting a modern, 
industrialized war, as his fac- 
tories could not even equip all 
of his soldiers with weapons. 
Replacement troops often used 
rifles picked up from dead sol- 
diers. Even ammunition was 
rationed. 

Soldiers and civilians alike 
were short on food. By 1917, 
the primitive Russian transpor- 
tation system, barely adequate 
in peacetime, simply could not 
fight a war against the Ger- 
mans to the west and the Turks 
to the south, and get food from 
tural areas into cities such as 
St. Petersburg. 

Facing desertions and mu- 
tiny at the front, Nicholas de- 
cided to travel to the front, so 
as to inspire the troops. But it 
was too late. (Russian soldiers 
were not alone in abandoning 
the war — many other soldiers 
in other countries thought it 
was past time to quit). In his 
absence from the capital, re- 
volts against the czar began. 
Fearing a total collapse of 
the front, Nicholas’ generals 
pleaded with him to abdicate. 

A provisional government was formed, 
with a reformist aristocrat, Prince Georgy 
Lvov, named to head it. His intention was 
to construct a republican government, 
with a constitution. As W. Cleon Skou- 
sen wrote in his classic work The Naked 
Communist, “The Provisional Govern- 
ment then launched into the double task 
of initiating widespread domestic reforms 
and, at the same time, reassembling Rus- 
sia’s military strength. At the front, the 
troops began responding by exhibiting a 
new fighting spirit, and within a month re- 
markable progress was made in providing 
domestic reforms on the home front.” 

Prince Lvov declared, ““We should con- 
sider ourselves the happiest of men, for 
our generation finds itself in the happi- 
est period of Russian history.” Sadly, this 
“happy period” would not last. 

It should be noted that the Bolsheviks 
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Czar Nicholas Il was the last ruler of the 300-year Romanov Dynasty 
in Russia. As related by Robert Massie in his classic Nicholas and 

Alexandra, he meant well, but proved to be a weak ruler. His decision 
to mobilize the Russian army was fatal to his rule, and ultimately his 
life and the life of his family, as Russia was simply not prepared for a 
modern war against Germany. 


had nothing to do with the abolition of the 
monarchy and the establishment of a re- 
public. In fact, Trotsky and Lenin were not 
even in the country. 

Perhaps the fatal error of the Provisional 
Government, an error that would provide 
an opening for the Bolsheviks, was the de- 
cision to continue the war rather than seek- 
ing to end it. The government’s popularity 
declined rapidly, and the army’s success 
was soon reversed, causing Lvov to step 
down in early July. A “social revolution- 
ary,” Alexander Kerensky, won the top 
position in the new regime. Kerensky’s 
actions over the next few months contrib- 
uted greatly to the eventual success of the 
Bolsheviks. 

Kerensky’s father and Lenin’s father 
had been friends. In fact, the younger 
Lenin had been a student of the elder Ke- 
rensky. But within four months, Kerensky 
would be driven from office by his father’s 


student, and the Bolshevik Rev- 
olution would impose a totali- 
tarian dictatorship on Russia. 


Russia's Radicals 

The three men most associat- 
ed with that dictatorship were 
Lenin, Trotsky, and Joseph 
Stalin. 

Lenin was born Vladimir Ilich 
Ulyanoyv, but he eventually took 
the alias Lenin and was vari- 
ously called Nicolai or Vladimir 
Lenin. His brother Alexander 
was a radical at the University 
of St. Petersburg who plotted to 
construct a bomb of dynamite 
and strychnine-treated bullets 
to kill Czar Alexander III, but 
the plot was discovered by the 
police. This led to the hanging 
of all the conspirators, including 
Lenin’s brother, in May of 1887. 

This apparently radicalized 
the younger Lenin, who drift- 
ed into atheism. Although he 
did well in law school, he was 
largely unsuccessful in that pro- 
fession. He opposed efforts of 
Leo Tolstoy to set up soup kitch- 
ens during an 1891-92 famine, 
apparently fearing that such 
charity would just delay the 
revolution as predicted by Marx. 
While in Switzerland for a stom- 
ach ailment, he met George Plekhavnov, 
an exiled Russian Marxist, who encour- 
aged him to form a communist party in 
Russia. He eventually did organize the 
Social Democratic Party of Russia, and 
wrote Capitalism in Russia. 

After returning to Russia, Lenin’s radi- 
cal writings got him sent to Siberia. His 
Marxist girlfriend, Nadezhda Krupskaya, 
was allowed to join him there on the con- 
dition that they married (they both had 
accepted Marxist teaching that the fam- 
ily should be abolished). When released 
in 1900, he went to Munich and started a 
communist paper, The Spark, which was 
then smuggled back into Russia. 

At the July 1903 Russian Social Dem- 
ocratic Party congress held in London, 
Lenin argued against those delegates who 
favored a peaceful transition to socialism 
through the political process, asserting 
that party membership should be limited 
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Viadimir Lenin modified the communist theories of Karl Marx, arguing that the workers would 
never rise up on their own as Marx predicted. Instead, his Marxist-Leninist doctrine insisted that 
communism would triumph only through the leadership of a group of hard-core revolutionaries 
such as the Bolsheviks. 


to hard-core revolutionaries. Lenin pre- 
vailed by one vote, and this is why his 
group took the name of the Bolsheviks, 
which means “majority” in Russian. They 
dismissed the opposition as Mensheviks 
(‘minority’). 

Born Lev Bronstein, Trotsky was the 
son of a wealthy Kulak Jewish family that 
left city life to farm near the Black Sea. 
His father was an atheist, but not a politi- 
cal radical. 

After printing an illegal radical paper, 
Trotsky was arrested and spent four years 
in Siberia, but he escaped by hiding him- 
self in a load of hay. Managing to make 
it to a train station, he used the name 
Leon Trotsky (who had been his jailer) 
and made it to London to join the Social 
Democratic congress. While some have 
implied that Trotsky was less violent than 
Lenin and Stalin (not a high hurdle), it was 
Trotsky who would personally supervise 
the liquidation of hundreds of comrades 
suspected of deviating from hard-core 
Bolshevik doctrine. 

After the Revolution of 1905 failed to 
produce a Marxist revolution, Lenin fled 
the country, and Trotsky was arrested and 


spent more time in Siberia. In a daring es- 
cape in wintertime, he traveled 430 miles 
on a deer-sleigh, crossing the Ural Moun- 
tains into Finland, where he and Lenin 
linked up again. 

Born Joseph Djugashivili, Joseph Stalin 
was from Gori, near the Turkish border. 
His father, an alcoholic shoemaker, died 
when Stalin was only 11. Stalin enrolled 
at a theological seminary at Tiflis, but in- 
stead of emerging as a priest as his mother 
hoped, Stalin fell in with the atheistic and 
Marxist secret societies that were promi- 
nent at the school. He was eventually 
expelled and became a full-time Marxist 
revolutionary, organizing strikes and ris- 
ing to leadership in the Social Democratic 
Party. His radicalism eventually got him 
arrested and sent to Siberia. 

Later, he met Lenin in Finland, and 
became his aide. No quiet Marxist theo- 
retician, Stalin raised money for the party 
by conducting a bank robbery in which 
many innocent bystanders were killed 
or wounded. Never an effective public 
speaker, Stalin was better at organization 
and writing in various Marxist newspa- 
pers, such as the Social Democrat Zvesda 


Bakunin presciently said, “They say that such a State yoke, a 


dictatorship, is a necessary transitional means for attaining the most 


complete popular liberation. So, to liberate the masses of the people 


they first have to be enslaved.” 
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(“star”) and Pravda (“truth”), using the 
pen name Stalin (“man of steel”). 


Coming Home With Help 


None of these three revolutionaries were 
within hundreds of miles of St. Peters- 
burg when the czar abdicated and the 
provisional government was established. 
Lenin was in Switzerland, Trotsky was in 
New York City, and Stalin was in Siberia. 
This contradicts a myth that the Bolshe- 
viks ended the monarchy in March 1917. 
As John Stormer wrote in his book None 
Dare Call It Treason, this myth has been 
perpetuated in many history textbooks, 
such as in an edition of Harlow’s Story of 
America, which falsely stated, “In 1917 
revolutionists in Russia overthrew the 
government of the czar and established a 
communist nation.” 

Then how did these Bolsheviks under- 
mine the Provisional Government and 
come to power by the end of the year? 
Lenin, along with three other Russian 
revolutionaries, was sent back into Russia 
with the help of the German government 
(evidently hoping the Bolsheviks would 
weaken the government of the Germans’ 
war opponent), carrying with him as much 
as $6 million in gold on a “sealed train.” 
The Kaiser was not told about this plan, 
but it was approved by his chancellor, 
Theobold von Bethmann-Hollweg, a de- 
scendant of the Bethmann banking family 
of Frankfurt. 

Trotsky had been living quite well in 
New York City, owning a refrigerator 
and a telephone, and even enjoying a 
chauffeur. But after hearing of the fall of 
the czar, he left for Russia, on board the 
Kristianiafjord, on March 26, 1917. Also 
aboard was American communist Lincoln 
Steffens. 

Steffens said that all were in agreement 
that “the revolution is in its first phase 
only, that it must grow. Crane and Russian 
radicals on the ship think we shall be in 
Petrograd (the new name for St. Peters- 
burg) for the re-revolution.” 

The trip was arranged by Charles Crane, 
former chairman of the U.S. Democratic 
Party’s Finance Committee, who had 
organized the Westinghouse Company in 
Russia. Between 1890 and 1930, Crane 
made 23 visits to Russia. His son, Rich- 
ard, was a personal assistant to Secretary 
of State Robert Lansing. 
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He was also a friend of President 
Woodrow Wilson. 

Canadian authorities, however, arrest- 
ed Trotsky and his entourage when they 
reached Amherst, Nova Scotia, on April 
3. They also seized $10,000, which was 
in Trotsky’s possession. Understandably, 
they did not want to send back to Russia a 
person who wished to overthrow the Rus- 
sian Provisional Government, Canada’s 
ally in the war against Germany. But he 
was soon released “at the request of the 
British Embassy at Washington,” which 
was acting upon the request of the U.S. 
State Department. 

Trotsky then made his way to Petro- 
grad on a passport supplied at the inter- 
vention of President Woodrow Wilson 
and his trusted aide Colonel Edward 
Mandell House. 

When Lenin made it to Petrograd, he 
jumped on top of a car, and demanded 
the immediate implementation of Marx’s 
“dictatorship of the proletariat,” adding 
that the war should end. He also called for 
turning all power over to the local workers’ 
councils known as “soviets.” Although the 
term soviet was not the same as Bolshevik, 
the Bolsheviks largely controlled them by 
this time. 

With the war again turning against the 
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Russians, Lvov lost out to Kerensky. Ke- 
rensky appointed General Lavr Kornilov 
as commander-in-chief of the army. On 
August 24, Kornilov heard of an attempt- 
ed Bolshevik uprising and sent a Cossack 
force to occupy the capital. At this point, 
Kerensky betrayed Kornilov, apparently 
thinking he could win over the leftist plot- 
ters by condemning his own general as a 
“counter-revolutionary,” a traitor to the 
government, and dismissing him as com- 
mander-in-chief. 

He invited the socialist revolutionaries 
to join him in defense of the Provisional 
Government against the alleged Kornilov- 
attempted coup d’état. This brought radi- 
cal sailors from Kronstadt to the city to 
defend Kerensky from the supposed Kor- 
nilov threat. Kornilov was jailed along 
with 30 other officers as part of a “counter- 
revolutionary conspiracy.” 

Orlando Figes strongly condemns Ke- 
rensky’s duplicity in his Revolutionary 
Russia, 1891-1991, arguing that “in the 
end, the Kornilov Affair undermined ... 
Kerensky’s position. Condemned by the 
Right for betraying Kornilov, the Prime 
Minister was also widely suspected on the 
Left of having been involved in his ‘coun- 
ter-revolutionary’ action.” 

It left Kerensky with almost no sup- 


Joseph Stalin was one of history’s most brutal tyrants. His mother hoped he would be a priest 
in the Orthodox Church, but instead he was introduced to revolutionary communism while in 
the seminary. He later emerged as an atheist and a key player in the Bolshevik Revolution, and 
succeeded Vladimir Lenin as the dictator of the Soviet Union. 
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porters. Desertions in the army increased, 
and by November, the Bolsheviks were 
ready to execute their own coup. (Often 
called the October Revolution, because it 
took place in late October 1917 under the 
old Russian calendar, the date of the Bol- 
shevik Revolution is dated as November 
7, 1917 under the “new” calendar, which 
had been in use in western Europe for well 
over a hundred years.) 

With almost every available soldier at 
the front, the Winter Palace, seat of the 
Kerensky-led provisional government, 
was largely undefended. As Robert Mas- 
sie writes in Nicholas and Alexandra, “On 
November 6, the Bolsheviks struck.... 
Armed Bolshevik squads occupied the 
railway stations, bridges, banks, telephone 
exchanges, post office, and other public 
buildings.... The next morning, Novem- 
ber 7, Kerensky left the Winter Palace in 
an open Pierce-Arrow touring car.... Pass- 
ing unmolested through streets filled with 
Bolshevik soldiers, he drove south to try 
to raise help from the army. The remaining 
ministers of the Provisional Government 
remained in the Malachite Hall of the Win- 
ter Palace, protected by a women’s battal- 
ion and a troop of cadets.” 

The government ministers gave up after 
a brief skirmish, as Massie wrote, “later 
magnified in Communist mythology into 
an epic of struggle and heroism. In fact, 
life in the capital was largely undisturbed.” 
Kerensky never returned to Petrograd, and 
fled the country, eventually winding up 
teaching at Stanford in the United States. 

The czar blamed Kerensky for the col- 
lapse of the army, and for his betrayal of 
Kornilov. Figes wrote, “One of the most 
basic misconceptions about the October 
Revolution is that the Bolsheviks were 
swept into power on a tide of mass sup- 
port for the Party.... They were not. The 
October insurrection was a coup d’état, 
actively supported by a small minority of 
the population.” 

He added, “The Bolsheviks had a ten- 
uous hold on the capital ... but no grip 
whatsoever on the provinces.” 

On November 25, the Bolsheviks suf- 
fered what should have been a decisive 
defeat. The Provisional Government had 
already scheduled a national election 
to create a Constituent, or National As- 
sembly. The Bolsheviks polled less than 
25 percent of the vote, but when the As- 
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HISTORY. 


The Bolsheviks polled less than 25 percent of the vote, but when 
the Assembly convened on January 1, 1918, the Bolsheviks simply 


used armed thugs to enter the meeting hall and force out the non- 


Bolsheviks. 


sembly convened on January 1, 1918, the 
Bolsheviks simply used armed thugs to 
enter the meeting hall and force out the 
non-Bolsheviks. This was justified by 
Lenin under the doctrine of what has been 
dubbed the “Marxist-Leninist” position. 
Lenin argued that the workers would never 
rise up on their own and establish com- 
munism, contradicting Marx, but that the 
revolution and the resulting dictatorship 
would have to be led by a hard-core group 
of revolutionaries. “To hand over power to 
the Constituent Assembly would again be 
compromising with malignant bourgeoi- 
sie,” Lenin explained. 

This naturally led to a long civil war be- 
tween Trotsky’s Red Army and the oppo- 
sition White Army before the Bolsheviks 
finally emerged triumphant. 

Unfortunately, the opposition to the 
Bolsheviks was deeply divided among 
republicans, monarchists, and socialists. 
This no doubt contributed greatly to the 
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ultimate Bolshevik victory in the war. 
But the Bolsheviks had powerful allies 
supplying the funds that made that vic- 
tory possible. 


Money for Marxism 

White Russian General Arsene de Goule- 
vitch, in his book Czarism and the Revolu- 
tion, wrote, “The main purveyors of funds 
for the revolution, however, were neither 
the crackpot Russian millionaires nor the 
armed bandits of Lenin. The ‘real’ money 
primarily came from certain British and 
American circles which for a long time 
past had lent their support to the Russian 
revolutionary cause.” 

The New York Journal reported on 
February 3, 1949, “Today it is estimated 
by Jacob’s grandson, John Schiff, that the 
old man sank about 20,000,000 dollars 
for the final triumph of Bolshevism in 
Russia.” Jacob Schiff was the senior part- 
ner in the Wall Street firm Kuhn, Loeb & 


Leon Trotsky organized the Red Army for the Bolsheviks, which won a civil war over divided 


enemies. He and Lenin fastened a totalitarian communist system on the Russian people. After 
Lenin’s death, Trotsky lost a power struggle with Stalin, and fled the country. Later, Stalin’s agents 
tracked him to a hotel room in Mexico, where they murdered him. 
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Company. His son-in-law, Felix Warburg, 
was another partner in the firm and the 
brother of the German banker Max War- 
burg, who had arranged Lenin’s return 
to Russia from Switzerland. Their other 
brother was the American Paul Warburg, 
member of the board of directors for the 
Federal Reserve System. 

Writing in None Dare Call It Conspir- 
acy, Gary Allen wrote, “Later evidence 
indicates that the bankrolling of the Bol- 
sheviks was handled by a syndicate of in- 
ternational bankers, which in addition to 
the Schiff-Warburg clique, included Mor- 
gan and Rockefeller interests.” 

Antony Sutton, who was a scholar at 
Stanford’s Hoover Institution, carefully 
documented in his book Wall Street and 
the Bolshevik Revolution the supporting 
role of Wall Street financiers in securing 
the victory of the Bolsheviks over all of 
their rivals. He quoted William Franklin 
Sunds, executive secretary of the J.P. Mor- 
gan-run American International Corpora- 
tion (AIC), as saying Lenin and Trotsky 
appealed to the masses and the United 
States should recognize Russia. The AIC 
financially supported the Bolsheviks in 
early 1918, even though at that point they 
only controlled a part of Russia and their 
success was very much in doubt. 

This means that these powerful “capital- 
ists” wanted to see the victory of the Rus- 
sian Communists, for whatever reason, 
over their non-communist opposition. It 
can be safely said that many finance capi- 
talists have values that are to them more 
important than, and even in opposition to, 
free enterprise, limited government, and 
individual liberty. 

Otto Kahn, director of AIC and a part- 
ner in Kuhn, Loeb & Company, spoke to 
the socialist organization the League for 
Industrial Democracy in New York in 
1924 and told them that the bankers and 
the radical socialists were all on the same 
side. “What you radicals and we who 
hold opposing views differ about,” he ex- 
plained, “is not so much what should be 
brought about as how it should, and can, 
be brought about.” 

What these Wall Street bankers 
“brought about” in putting the Bolshe- 
viks in power in Russia, and creating the 
Soviet Union, was a totalitarian state that 
caused the deaths of millions of people in 
the 20th century. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Gun Control Via Zoning? 


It would appear that anti-gun activ- 
ists never stop dreaming up new ways 
to attack the Second Amendment. The 
Associated Press reported on October 
10 about a federal appeals court ruling 
that held a local zoning ordinance which 
made it virtually impossible to open a 
new gun store in a populated area was 
not in violation of the Second Amend- 
ment. The ruling by the Ninth U.S. Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals upheld a county 
ordinance in California that banned the 
opening of a new gun store “within 500 
feet (152 meters) of schools, day-care 
centers, residential areas, liquor stores 
and other gun shops.” A majority of the 
11-judge panel voted to uphold the law 
in a decision drafted by Judge Marsha 
Berzon, who wrote, “Gun buyers have no 
right to have a gun store in a particular 
location, at least as long as their access is 
not meaningfully constrained.” The deci- 
sion also stated that there is no constitu- 
tional right to sell guns. 

The ordinance was originally passed 
by the county of Alameda, which is in 
the San Francisco Bay Area. This deci- 
sion was a disappointment for local gun 
groups because it overturned a Ninth Cir- 
cuit decision from last year that held that 
the Second Amendment did protect the 
right to open a gun store and that govern- 
ments must have a justifiable reason to 
place restrictions on gun stores. 


Best-laid Plans 


The Fox affiliate in Detroit reported on 
October 10 about an attempted robbery 
that was quickly ended by a Concealed 
Pistol License (CPL) holder. Fox 2 report- 
ed that the whole incident was caught on 
tape by high-definition surveillance cam- 
eras right outside a mini-mart on the city’s 
east side. The video shows two men stand- 
ing by a car as another man approaches 
wearing a hoodie. The hooded man then 
pulls a gun from his pocket and points it 
at the two men. One of the robbery vic- 
tims, the CPL holder, swats the suspect’s 
gun away while he pulls out his own gun 
and opens fire. The robbery suspect and 
the CPL holder exchange gunfire, but the 
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suspect looks to be hit almost immediately 
and falls to the ground. The other robbery 
victim, the cousin of the CPL holder, ac- 
cidentally runs through the crossfire to 
get away and ends up getting shot as well. 
Authorities were called to the scene, and 
both the injured suspect and the wounded 
cousin were taken for treatment. Both are 
expected to make full recoveries. 

The robbery suspect was later iden- 
tified as 29-year-old Sanchez Quinn. 
Quinn’s mother, Cynthia Quinn, rushed 
to the hospital when she heard he had 
been shot but was shocked to learn that 
he was the prime suspect in an attempt- 
ed robbery. “When I went to my son’s 
room I was stopped by two police offi- 
cers (who) told me to get out of my son’s 
room.... ‘Why you here? You can’t be 
here.’... All I want to do is see my son to 
see if he’s alright.” 

The CPL holder talked to Fox 2 about 
the incident, and he explained that with 
everything happening so quickly, he was 
grateful that he reacted the way he did. “I 
turned and looked and saw the other gen- 
tleman had a gun pointed at my face.... I 
was able to knock his hand down and the 
gunfire rang out.” The CPL holder was 
told by local law enforcement that it was 
good that he was legally armed because it 
probably saved his and his cousin’s lives. 
“It makes me mad because you have peo- 
ple out here that work every day. They are 
innocent; you want to take from them.... 
These guys, I definitely feel don’t need to 
be back out on the street because some- 
one else might get hurt and it might hap- 
pen in a different way.” 


Gun vs. Crowbar 


The Chicago Sun Times reported on Oc- 
tober 8 about a 60-year-old homeowner 
with a valid Firearm Owner Identification 
Card, which is required for gun owner- 
ship in the state of Illinois and is popu- 
larly referred to as a FOID card, who put 
his firearm to good use. Shortly before 
11 p.m., an intruder tried forcing his way 
into the man’s house using a crowbar. 
The homeowner confronted the suspect 
and opened fire on him. The suspect was 
hit multiple times and was taken by first 


“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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responders to a nearby medical facility 
in critical condition. Charges are pend- 
ing against the 44-year-old suspect for 
the burglary. 


Gun Jam 


The NBC affiliate in Myrtle Beach, 
South Carolina, reported on September 
29 about a criminal who targeted a man 
in a church parking lot. The incident oc- 
curred in Horry County, South Carolina, 
in the parking lot of the Grand Strand 
Baptist Church. A 46-year-old man was 
at the church checking on it for security 
purposes when the suspect approached 
him, asking him for change. After the 
man gave the suspect change, the suspect 
took out a handgun, pointed it at the vic- 
tim’s stomach, and told him to give him 
all his money. The victim did what he was 
told, and the suspect began to leave the 
parking lot. However, the victim pulled 
out his own gun. Upon seeing the victim 
holding a firearm, the suspect immediate- 
ly fired at the victim, but the bullet hit the 
suspect’s car. The victim returned fire, 
hitting the suspect. As the suspect tried 
firing his weapon again, the gun jammed, 
and the victim was able to empty his clip 
at the suspect. 

The suspect ran from the scene, but 
collapsed in a nearby restaurant parking 
lot, owing to the severity of his injuries. 
Emergency medical personal arrived on 
the scene and treated him before trans- 
porting him to a nearby hospital. Police 
retrieved the gun they believe the suspect 
threw on the ground as he fled. The vic- 
tim approached the responding officers 
and explained what had occurred prior to 
their arrival. Jerry Pelfrey, an associate 
pastor of Grand Strand Baptist Church, 
explained that the robbery victim actually 
followed the suspect and was responsible 
for the suspect quickly receiving medical 
treatment. “The person from our church 
that was involved followed him, asking 
him what he could do to help, ‘let me call 
an ambulance,’ ... At that point one of our 
other members called an ambulance; we 
had a medic on the scene and at that point 
he went out and treated the young man.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Want a Lift? Stop 
Hindering Business With 
High Taxation 


Item: The proposed tax overhaul, in terms 
of changing the amount of U.S. corporate 
taxation, was criticized in a Washington 
Post column (“Wonkblog”’) for September 
28, which argued that there are not enough 
previous applicable time frames to make 
good comparisons. There has not been a 
major overhaul for corporate rates in the 
United States since 1986, said the Post 
writer. But, said columnist Heather Long, 
“other countries” have made such changes. 
And the conclusions of economists about 
the results “are all over the place.” 
“Theres just not any evidence that 
there's a huge effect on wages or eco- 
nomic growth’ if you cut business taxes, 
says Len Burman, co-founder of the Tax 
Policy Center, a think tank, and a former 
Treasury official under President Bill 
Clinton. ‘It’s irresponsible to overhype 
the claims.’” 
ITEM: Reuters reported on October 5 
that “Democrats have assailed it [the tax 
reform plan] as benefiting the wealthi- 
est Americans while raising taxes on the 
middle class and cutting spending on so- 
cial programs, including the Medicare and 
Medicaid healthcare programs for senior 
citizens, the poor and the disabled.... The 
Trump tax plan would add about $2.4 tril- 
lion to the deficit over the next decade, 
said the nonpartisan Tax Policy Center, a 
Washington think tank, at a time when the 
national debt already exceeds $20 trillion.”’ 
Item: Jn an account entitled “There's One 
Clear Winner From Trump's Tax Plan: 
The Bottom Line of Giant Corporations,” 
CNBC reported on October 4 about the 
Trump administration ’s tax reform plan, 
saying the beneficiary would be the corpo- 
rate “bottom line.” Estimates “being tossed 
around by Wall Street analysts have compa- 
nies overall getting an extra 7 to 12 percent 
boost in profits, with some banks reaping 25 
percent growth above current estimates.” 
ITEM: The New York Times, in a Septem- 
ber 28 editorial entitled “The Republican 
Tax Boondoggle,” maintained that the 
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Investigative abandon: Before the Trump administration could even release its plans to lower 
taxes — in order to boost job production, family incomes, and tax payments — most mainstream 
reporters attacked the plan, claiming it would only help rich people such as Donald Trump. 


GOP. “proposal depends largely on the 
discredited notion that cutting taxes on 
the rich will help everyone.” Among other 
gripes, the editors noted that Republican 
leaders wanted to lower the corporate tax 
to 20 percent “from 35 percent,” even 
though corporations “already pay a much 
lower effective tax rate.” 
CORRECTION: Left-wingers seem to be- 
lieve that American businesses should 
be rewarded for ambition and success — 
with higher taxes. Moreover, proponents 
of heavy corporate taxation would have 
us believe that only the filthy rich — cer- 
tainly not the workers! — benefit from any 
relief in the burdens placed on business. 
The arguments of opponents are cer- 
tainly all over the place. A piece in the 
New York Times (October 4), for instance, 
contended that cuts might be a “stimulus” 
— not in a good way, mind you, but for 
reviled “inequality.” And the editors of 
the Washington Post reasoned (to use that 
word very loosely) that this current effort is 
“tax reform for cowards.” One major sup- 
porting point offered: Americans “have no 
idea how much [President Trump] would 
benefit from his own tax plan.” 
Overhauling taxes is a complicated mat- 
ter, and the details being debated in Wash- 
ington are still in flux as we write. 


In this column, we are largely con- 
centrating on corporate taxation (and not 
dwelling on such extraneous matters as 
the contention that the president has not 
disclosed enough of his own tax returns 
to satisfy the Washington Post). The Post, 
for its part, prefers to ignore key analyses 
that conclude that such tax reform would 
increase wages by eight percent (in one 
example) or (in another example) lift the 
Gross Domestic Product by five percent 
over several years. 

It’s a competitive world. This affects 
workers and businesses, small and large. 
In September, the president of the Tax 
Foundation, Scott Hodge, testified on 
Capitol Hill about that matter, among oth- 
ers, before the Senate Committee on Fi- 
nance. His comments deserve quotation in 
extenso. It is well-known, said Hodge, that 


the 35 percent U.S. federal corporate 
tax rate is the highest among the 35 
member nations in the OECD [Or- 
ganisation for Economic Co-operation 
and Development]. However, U.S. 
firms also pay state income taxes. 
When the average state rate is added 
to the federal rate, American compa- 
nies face an average U.S. rate of 38.91 
percent tax on corporate earnings. 
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In a recent study, Tax Foundation 
economists compared the corporate 
tax rates levied by 202 jurisdictions 
across the globe and found that the 
United States has the fourth highest 
statutory corporate income tax rate in 
the world. The only jurisdictions with 
a higher statutory rate are the U.S. 
territory Puerto Rico (with a popula- 
tion of 3.7 million), the United Arab 
Emirates (population 9.4 million), 
and the tiny African island nation of 
Comoros (population 826,000). 

From a tax perspective, most other 
countries look much more competi- 
tive than the U.S. The worldwide av- 
erage statutory corporate income tax 
rate, measured across 202 tax jurisdic- 
tions, is 22.96 percent. When weight- 
ed by GDP, the average statutory rate 
is 29.41 percent — ten points lower 
than the U.S. statutory rate. 


Making exact comparisons among tax 
codes in different nations is challeng- 
ing, but they can provide a fair overview. 
Hodge also pointed out that America’s 
major trading partners in Europe “have 
the lowest regional average rate, at 18.35 
percent (25.58 percent when weighted by 
GDP). Conversely, among our major trad- 


ing partners, Africa and South America tie 
for the highest regional average statutory 
rate at 28.73 percent (28.2 percent weight- 
ed by GDP for Africa, 32.98 percent 
weighted by GDP for South America).” 

Hodge also spoke to the counter-argu- 
ment — as quoted in the New York Times 
above — that we should not pay heed to 
complaints about high corporate tax rates 
because some firms take advantage of the 
law and wind up paying less than the max- 
imum. (That practice, it should go without 
saying, is what company accountants are 
paid to do.) As the Tax Foundation presi- 
dent put it: 


While we frequently hear the excuse 
that “nobody really pays the head- 
line rate” because of loopholes in the 
tax code, the fact is, the tax codes in 
other countries also have loopholes. 
This means that the effective corpo- 
rate tax rate in those countries is typi- 
cally well below our effective rate. 


Lowering the corporate tax rate to at least 
20 percent, in his common-sense-view, 
“would instantly make the U.S. more com- 
petitive, while reducing the incentives for 
profit-shifting and inversions.” 

Should America be more competitive 


Island in disarray: Even before Hurricane Maria devastated the island of Puerto Rico, the island was 
already decimated economically, with 27 percent of Puerto Ricans living on welfare, partly paid for 
with one of the highest corporate tax rates in the world — a rate sure to discourage new industries. 
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in the world or less? Will high corporate 
taxation make us more competitive or less 
competitive? If the answers to those ques- 
tions are obvious, you probably have com- 
mon sense. 

The situation is basic. The level of our 
tax burden does affect growth rates. And 
we have been hurting ourselves. Writing in 
the Orange County Register (California), 
Grover Norquist, president of Americans 
for Tax Reform, puts it clearly: 


Our present corporate income tax rate 
of 35 percent is higher than any other 
major nation. China has a 25 percent 
tax rate. How did we expect to create 
jobs and opportunities here at home 
weighed down by taxes higher than 
a communist country? Russia’s top 
corporate rate is 20 percent. Cana- 
da’s is 15 percent (federal rate). The 
European average is just above 20 
percent. This rate cut makes America 
competitive in the world once again. 


Viewing such facts, many see tax reform 
not as a pleasant indulgence, but a vital 
necessity. The world has changed since 
the reforms of 1986. This is a point made 
not long ago by Glenn Hubbard, the dean 
of Columbia Business School; Hubbard 
was also the chairman of the U.S. Coun- 
cil of Economic Advisers under President 
George W. Bush. Hubbard also has noted 
that there is now more global competi- 
tion — at a time that the United States has 
put itself in a disadvantaged position by 
having higher corporate tax rates that our 
competitors. This has discouraged firms 
“from investing, hiring and even main- 
taining their headquarters in the U.S.” 
Meanwhile, continued Hubbard, “much 
of the burden of the corporate tax is borne 
not by owners of capital (the professional 
wisdom in 1986), but by workers, as wages 
are held back by tax-induced underinvest- 
ment and insufficient productivity growth.” 
However, there are still very influen- 
tial “experts” who downplay or will not 
acknowledge the advantages of tax cuts. 
The Tax Policy Center, a joint project of 
the Urban Institute and the left-leaning 
Brookings Institution, falls into that cat- 
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egory. Others in this corner actually do the 
official “scoring” for politicians on Capi- 
tol Hill, namely, the Congressional Budget 
Office (CBO) and the Joint Committee on 
Taxation (JCT). The latter organizations, 
as the Wall Street Journal (among others) 
has noted, “consistently underestimate the 
effects of tax cuts on capital and labor.” 
Such projections are very convenient for 
left-wingers, who enjoy the cover it gives 
their opposition to cuts. 

Many opponents of tax cuts also have be- 
come, rather suddenly, outspoken about the 
ills of deficits and debt — despite the fact 
that they were silent for many, many years 
amid wild spending that ran up the national 
debt. Now they insist that taxes shouldn’t 
be cut, lest the deficit grow. (Knock, knock: 
How about spending less?) One such well- 
publicized forecast by opponents of cuts, 
made even before details were available 
about the tax plan, came up with a huge 
projected increase in the deficit. 

Nonetheless, pointed out the Wall Street 
Journal, the proposal in question really 
does not mean 


the deficit will increase by $1.5 tril- 
lion. CBO’s slow-growth gnomes as- 
sume that the economy will grow at 
a limp 1.9% on average over the next 
10 years — a rate even slower than 
the 2% of the Obama years. CBO 
says this will turn up about $43 tril- 
lion in revenue. Yet a return to 3% 
growth — the historic average — 
would produce at least $2.5 trillion 
more revenue over 10 years. 


The official scorekeepers have a record 
that can be checked. The record of the pro- 
jections is impressive only insofar as their 
inaccuracies. “We know,” writes econom- 
ic policy analyst Stephen Moore, “from 
the Reagan tax cuts, the Kennedy tax cuts, 
the Clinton capital gains tax cuts and so 
many other historic changes in policy that 
the CBO and JCT often aren’t even in the 
right ZIP Code in predicting responses to 
big policy changes.” 

Another prominent economist and com- 
mentator, Larry Kudlow, has reminded 
us that tax-cutter Kennedy was indeed 
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a Democrat, and that the reductions that 
passed under President Reagan came with 
significant bipartisan majorities. But, as 
Kudlow wrote recently, “today’s Demo- 
crats have written JFK’s tax story out of 
the history books (never mind Reagan’s).” 
He went on to say: 


The argument that the U.S. is doomed 
to 2 percent or less growth — com- 
monly called “secular stagnation” — 
no matter what we do in terms of tax 
policy, is nonsense. 

During the JFK era, across-the- 
board tax cuts produced annual 
growth above 5 percent. And after 
tax cuts were fully implemented in 
1983, real growth averaged 4.6 per- 
cent for the remainder of Reagan’s 
presidency. 

Treasury Secretary Steven 
Mnuchin and National Economic 
Council Director Gary Cohn are tout- 
ing the 3 percent growth scenario, 
saying it will pay for the tax cuts. 
But the naysayers refuse to admit that 
tax-rate incentives matter. 


Also, if you believe that only a faceless cor- 
poration benefits from a tax cut, you are not 
thinking about the larger picture. Corpora- 
tions, explains Cato Institute economist 


Ryan Bourne, might “pay the corporate tax 
in a legal sense. But its cost is ultimately 
borne by some combination of shareholders 
(through lower dividends or less valuable 
shares), workers (through lower wages), 
and consumers (through higher prices).” 

As Heritage Foundation president Ed 
Feulner recently remarked, there a lot of 
misperceptions out there: 


“Across the U.S., corporations em- 
ploy 54.8 million hard-working in- 
dividuals who create products for 
global and domestic markets,” writes 
tax expert Adam Michel. “Corporate 
profits also are ultimately claimed 
by people. More than half of Ameri- 
cans invest in the stock market, and 
almost 40 percent of corporate stock 
is owned through retirement plans.” 


Moreover, if U.S. corporate tax rates go 
down, the chances that the GDP will go up 
are very high. Indeed, as we write, Kevin 
Hassett, the chairman of the Council of 
Economic Advisers, has concluded: “The 
truth is that a tax cut like this very conser- 
vatively will increase the median wage by 
about $4,000 a year over a relatively short 
time.” There is, of course, a potential ob- 
stacle: It’s called the U.S. Congress. Hi 
— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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Liberally Speaking 


then vying for the 2016 

presidential primaries 
condemned torture — en- : 
hanced interrogation — done 
in the wake of 9/11. Enhanced 
interrogation included ab- 
dominal slaps, confinement 
in small spaces, liquid diets, 
nudity, stress positions, sleep 
deprivation, slamming cap- 
tives against walls, dousing 
or immersing them with cold 
water, and waterboarding. 

“The United States must 
not engage in torture,” Bernie 
Sanders said. “If we do, in an 
increasingly brutal world, we 
lose our moral standing to condemn other nations or groups that 
engage in uncivilized behavior.” 

Yet the candidates were unified in their support of abortion, 
with Hillary Clinton recently claiming that being pro-abortion 
should be a litmus test to be a Democratic legislator, and Demo- 
crat Maryland Governor Martin O’Malley supporting a refer- 
endum to allow late-term abortions. This despite the fact that 
much evidence exists that pre-born infants younger than 20 
weeks gestation feel pain, such as the fact that surgeons gener- 
ally anesthetize pre-born infants before operating on them to 
keep them from thrashing around in the womb. 

The presidential contenders are not outliers: According to 
Pew Research, 75 percent of Democrats believe abortion should 
be legal in at least most cases. 

The incongruity between the Democrats’ positions is remark- 
able: On the one hand, they say we shouldn’t torture adults, 
which though painful is not meant to cause long-term injury or 
death, because it reflects a loss of morals and is “uncivilized” 
— though many of those tortured are murderers — and on the 
other hand, we can kill little humans (often by chopping them 
up) because women should not be inconvenienced by having 
babies they do not want, though the infants are guilty only of 
being conceived, which is not their fault. 

So that brings up the question: To harmonize their ideals, 
which should liberals do: be against abortion or be for torture? 

Well, that is best answered by seeing what else Democrats/ 
liberals have to say. At Democrats.org, the official site of the 
Democrat Party, it says about rights: “Democrats will always 
fight to end discrimination on the basis of race, ethnicity, na- 
tional origin, language, religion, gender, age, sexual orientation, 
gender identity, or disability.” 

Since Democrats are against both age and disability dis- 
crimination, killing little humans should not be OK simply 
because they are very young and not capable of surviving 
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= without their mothers’ sup- 
port system. 

Democrats also promote 
“ending violence,” especially 
violence against women, be- 
cause “everyone deserves a 
safe environment where they 
can ... thrive.” But abortion 

f is extremely violent, and done 
to girls (little women), and 
includes literally twisting in- 
fants’ limbs off and then crush- 
ing their skulls, cutting holes 
in their heads with a scissors 
and then sucking their brains 
out with a vacuum, and using 
drugs to starve the babies of 
food, liquid, and oxygen. 

Conversely, while stopping abortions would be consistent with 
Democrats’/liberals’ professed concern for all peoples, advocating 
for torture would not. Torture is violent, and often it is done to inno- 
cent, foreign victims, thereby discriminating against people based 
on their “race, ethnicity, national origin ... [and] religion.” 

Logically speaking, if liberals are sincere in their beliefs, they 
should be both against torture and against abortion. 

In rebuttal, the refrain “my body, my choice” is invoked, or 
pre-born infants are deemed just a mass of cells called a fetus. 
These claims run against other liberal beliefs, such as “gender 
discrimination,” and they display more illogic. 

There are two types of obligations, contractual and naturally 
occurring. When women have sex with men, there usually is no 
contract, rather there’s an implied obligation, which includes 
the man agreeing to only do what the woman allows. Yet liber- 
als disallow the implied obligation between the two to jointly 
accept sex’s consequences, stopping men from having a say in 
whether a pre-born child lives. In other words, women are being 
granted superior status to men — sexism. Also, there can only 
be a naturally occurring obligation between a woman and her 
unborn child in which she agrees to take care of the child when 
she agrees to conceive it — risks conception through sex. 

Most liberals, of course, deny the humanity of the being, call- 
ing it a “fetus.” But the humanity of the “fetus” is undeniable: It 
will only grow into a different size and shape human, with better 
thinking abilities (we hope). And just as in large-size humans, 
where being misshapen (such as becoming morbidly obese) 
doesn’t vacate a right to live, nor does the inability to care for 
oneself (think Stephen Hawking), nor does the fact that a human 
is a drain on individuals in society (think welfare recipients) 
make life optional, neither should the inability to survive outside 
one’s mother make one’s life expendable. 

To support abortion, a liberal either needs to torture logic or 
be OK with torturing humans as a group. Is either acceptable? 
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SYLP Magnetic Notepad 
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